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In The Broadest Sense Technical 
Abilities 

Or: 

Concerning The Start To A ... (Wait and 
See) 


It is unquestionable that men are perpetrators 
in this system, as well objectively (concerning 
the existing relations of power ) as subjec¬ 
tively living the "normal" identity as hetero¬ 
sexual men. But there were and there are al¬ 
ways men who kept and keep criticising the 
existing demands or struggled and struggle 
against them, as gays defend their sexuality 
against the heterosexual world. There were and 
there are always heterosexuals who questioned 
and question their own role and try to alter 
their identity. This causes the contradiction 
between being a heterosexual man in Patriar¬ 
chy, but wanting to untie oneself from the role 
and offer resistance against it. 

As the social circumstances, not only today, 
look alike, it gets clear that the contradiction 
cannot be solved in the short term, but one's 
own behaviour in it becomes the measure, not 
only for the self-alteration. The starting point 
is to proceed from the reflected present state 
and to widen one's own horizon which is re¬ 
duced to the "normal" image of men, to a 
direction, in which the prohibitions and taboos 
of the customary heterosexual identity don't 
exist anymore. This doesn't mean to aggrevate 
and realize the conscious and/or unconscious 
mechanisms of violence, but the opposite: To 
get conscious, to discuss own needs and 
wishes and to try and live the imagination of 
liberation and development which alone bursts 
open the armour-plating of men/men's identity 
and gives power to alter oneself. 

The existing heterosexual identity is a reduced 
one. In the broadest sense technical abilities 
are demanded and also met, social and emo¬ 
tional interchange is reduce to a minimum and 
is without much frankness. The potentials of 
behaviours and actions are and get reduced to 
the ability to rule over other human beings 
together with other men and in competition 


with them. One aim of this identity is the rule, 
control and subjugation of nature of this 
planet, this is the measure for effectiveness 
and productivity. Non-conforming needs and 
wishes are forbidden, projected and/or sup¬ 
pressed. 

This identity "ties up the breath" and is de¬ 
structive, therefore we want to offer resistance 
and step over the borders of men's roles. This 
sullen, miserable, ruling construct man that 
fancies himself standing above others and isn't 
able to a more than casual (social) contact, 
makes us sick. We don't want to perform the 
tough guy with the pulpy core anymore, but 
give expression to ur needs that aren't satisfied 
and/or fought by the men's role, and live our 
life as we want, to find our identity beyond 
the ruling standards and the present hetero¬ 
sexual identity. We no more want to fulfill the 
image of man, but follow our longings and 
dreams, which also means to break up our 
forced-heterosexuality, and to try ourselves, 
where it has been forbidden or where we 
closed ourselves out. We don't like guys who 
lead "the right way", but at the same time run 
over everybody else. We want to destroy 
men's identity (and this isn’t the only thing), 
experience all our abilities of expression live 
as we want. THE END! 

Dessert 

We don't dissociate us from feminism, which 
has different wings and isn't a uniform thing. 
Feminist theory and practice was decisive for 
us to reflect on us and the men's world, like¬ 
wise were discussions in relationships and 
politics in mixed groups with women's criti¬ 
cism of men. This was and is productive for 
us. 

Not at all productive for us at any rate is the 
mechanical repeating of feminist paroles of 
men who think that should be enough criticism 
on patriarchy. That feminist criticism was the 
starting point for the most of us, should be 
clear and nobody denies this. But for us it is 
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lesbians'-only-days in men/women-projects; 
relations with queens; self-organisation of 
immigrants and refugees). The minimum has 
to be: Not to be in the way of the resistance. 

The aim has to be the development of an own 
practice that reaches beyond this minimum or 
the pure solidarity and realizes (also) own 
resistance at the central points, i.e. starting 
from the analysis of the own point of view in 
the exploitation- and dominion-structures. 

But practice also means to look for a different 
and new relationship with men (for example) 
and to live it openly. So not kissing only in 
the own living room with men, but also in the 
streets or at work. Not only looking for the 
athmosphere in the men's group, but also in 
meetings, at the university and at work. Not 
only renouncing men's competion only among 
friends, but also not agreeing with it in the 
pub or in discussions. 

We have to express our intention to not fulfill 
the men's role openly, to be throughout visible 
as men's groups, to create social rooms, in 
which men behave "differently", for example: 
Men's cafes, men's parties etc. (without push¬ 
ing women/lesbians out of social rooms again). 
The development of an own practice will also 
have influence on theory: He, who breaks up, 
who shirts competion, who "misbehaves" to¬ 
ward men and women, will see from the re¬ 
pression, in which direction the resistance has 
to be developed. In the headwind, structures 
can be analysized: Own ones and ones of ex¬ 
ploitation and power. 


Iceberg On Earthened Feet 

Or: 

No Solidarity Without An Ego 


The answers propagated by men towards the 
women's movement on one hand and to patri¬ 
archy on the other, are men's groups that stay 
related on themselves and rather circle around 
their own navel, than looking over their own 
narrow horizon, or the sheer self-forgotten 


adoption of feminist criticism, with which the 
chapter 'Patriarchy' seems already delt with. 
While the first version tends to stabilize the 
"normal male identity" instead of destroying it, 
the second version doesn't lack a due measure 
of ignorance of one's own personality and is 
forgotten in the course of time. When women 
then throw the tops of the violent iceberg in 
front of men's feet, the result is at best a 
discussion of theory with men throwing their 
read parts of feminist literatur against one- 
another, to lay aside the issue aside as soon as 
possible, whilest showing up the impossibility 
to change "that". It is surely also about grasp¬ 
ing patriarchy theoretically: Global and com¬ 
plex, but the crucial point is that such dis¬ 
cussions allow us to leave aside ourselves, to 
withdraw our own doing, living. Are the dis¬ 
cussions about the "war of the genders" only 
happening intellectually, stuck to the other 
conceptions of analysis, does nobody put him¬ 
self personally into them? or does personally 
mean to surpass other men with self-accusa¬ 
tions or "attacks" to feature how much oneself 
already has understood? 

This looks very much like (unreflected) poli¬ 
tics of men, whose guide is the women's 
movement and who are imploring applause of 
women instead of caring for themselves. Ad¬ 
justments and regulations of behaviour to de¬ 
mands of women are justified, but their influ¬ 
ence for men, searching for their own answers, 
is small. The exception of the own personality 
and the unreflected adoption of feminist ideas 
curtails the sight on patriarchy and leads to 
political and individual dead ends instead of 
remeding the unability of men to move, which 
will at. latest occur, when the kick of women 
doesn't hurt no more and ebbs. If one doesn't 
start from his own situation and motivation, 
then nothing will move. On the other hand, it 
starts to move, if we look for possibilities of 
transformations, reflect, search for causes/ 
reasons, until ourselves from our roles as men 
etc., starting from our own situation, our in¬ 
terests and our needs. I.e., if we begin with 
ourselves and recognize the "men's question" 
(Germen term taking pattern from the so- 
called "women’s question", the reformist term 
of patriarchy, therefore in quotationmarks; note 
of the translator) as a particular thing. 
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Not Agree With It In Discussions 

Or: 

Reflections On Practices 


It is important for the writers to develop a 
practice that works socially. To work socially 
means to go beyond the alteration of the own 
psyche/ the own behaviour and the own nar¬ 
row environment (men's group, house-com¬ 
munity, political group) and to develop an 
anti-sexist practice in the so-called "social" or 
"political" sphere. 

What does this mean? The most important 
point to start with for the moment seems to be 
the breaking of men's companionship against 
women and lesbians. That means: Not turning 
the head away at sexist attacks, but taking 


action; not staying silent, when men behave or 
speak sexistly, but declaring oneself; not 
standing asinde, but confronting oneself with 
friends who behave sexistly, and breaking up 
friendships if necessary. 

This isn't (of course?) an appeal for giving 
way to one's protector-complexes. Also the 
practice has to be developed, has to be thought 
over, and men have to learn to recognize the 
"victims" not as helpless, but to declare their 
solidarity with them (contrary to patronizing 
them). A similar behaviour has to be devel¬ 
oped against forced-heterosexualism, racist 
and antisemite attacks and mentalities. 

Speaken generally, this means to behave soli- 
darily with the attacked and to break up men's/ 
heterosexuals'/ nationalists' and racists' com¬ 
panionships. This also means solidarity with 
the resistance of the "victims" - also, or ex¬ 
actly, if this resistance meets the own struc¬ 
tures/behaviour (for example: women's/ 
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If anything is clear, it is this: That in the 
world-wide hierarchy of exploitation and op¬ 
pression we - as white heterosexuals with a 
specific economic background - have a pretty 
high position and firstly are profiting of the 
different stuctures of exploitation and secondly 
are also part of them. At the same time a fun¬ 
damental characteristic of this system is the 
inability of the isolated individual to change its 
structures, their withdrawel from the direct 
grip (i.e. seperation division of individual and 
society). Consequently we are a part of the 
system, whether we want to be or not, and it is 
impossible for us to withdraw individually, 
respectively by individual alteration (that 
means: Reduction of individual active parti¬ 
cipation on the general structures, start of a 
process of recognizing, understanding and 
breaking open of sexist, forced-heterosexual, 
racist etc. structures in the psyche: in short the 
beginning of a self-liberation) (forced-hetero¬ 
sexual: A term, that means that men aren't 
either heterosexual or homosexual "by nature" 
or "change", but by the stamping of society. 
Homosexuality lies oppressed in the subcon- 
lator) and the start of a collective process of 
many men who refuse themselves to the 
system, fight for free areas, in which the 
living/experiencing of "less" patriarchic pattens 
of behaviour is possible, and find ways and 
means to hinder normality and maybe at some 
point bring it to a halt. 

At this point the questions have to start, which 
we have to ask ourselves, if we want to be 
sure (as far as this is actually possible) that we 
don't only reproduce the system as a more 
subtile and insidious: Do we try to rebel 
against the hierarchy of men only because we 
want to establish a new one - following the 
motto: Who is the softest softie, the most sen¬ 
sible in town - or are we about to abolish it? 
Are we against the general and our own vio¬ 
lence against women, because we have been 
pestered by women and the women's move¬ 
ment long enough, so that we have to do 
something to rest in peace afterwards again? 
Or are we about to destroy the reasons for 
violence against women, of self-oppression 
and social oppression? Do we become gay, 
because we find living together with women 
too hard to stand? Or do we fight forced-het¬ 
erosexuality, because we want to live selfde- 
termined (=free) and satisfying relations with 


both men and women: because we identify the 
influence of force-heterosexuality on self- 
oppression, violence against women and the 
hierarchy of men, and can feel it, if our 
sensitiveness is developed enough? Do we de¬ 
velop sensitiveness to paste over the defiency 
in our identity as men, ripped open by the 
women’s movement and the general develop¬ 
ment of society? Or are about sensitiveness as 
a part of our life that will develop beyond 
male identity, respectively beyond the neces¬ 
sity for the formation of identity? When we 
speak of strength as an aim, in how far do we 
mean a patriarchic power that constitutes a 
modernized form of identity, or are we talking 
about a form of strength that just makes this 
identity superfluous? When we propagate 
men's groups and a men's movement, do we 
propagate a modernized companionship of 
men, that allows us to exploit women even 
more insidiously, because we know that our 
reproduction is guaranteed even without 
women? 

These questions cannot be answered definitely, 
it is also foolish to claim to ourselves we can 
do so. This is, because thes questions are 
raised from the antagonisms we live in. Clear¬ 
ness is not possible before the antagonisms are 
solved in one or another way, i.e. when we are 
either dead or live in our free society. 
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important what happens next: Do own ques¬ 
tions arise, is there a continueing in the 
analysis of being a man; if yes, what are the 
expressions; what steps are taken? There ex¬ 
actly we think it is important that men develop 
own questions, and that it is not for the well- 
known defence against feminist critiques (re-, 
pulsion of attacks), but rather in the direction 
of: How and what can 1 as a man do against 
this? Where do I stand, what do I hate, what 
do the temptations of patriarchic heterosexual 
identity promise etc.? 

Against this paper it has been argued that from 
the viewpoint of the delimination from femi¬ 
nism and the overall present men's violence, it 
is very delicate or wrong to start the search for 
an own starting point, because the only thing 
that is correct is the critique on Patriarchy and 
men. 

To say it once again: We think criticism on 
patriarchy and men is important, but our con¬ 
cern with this paper is, what men do with this 
and how men there upon deal with themselves 
and others; we are interested in a discussion 
between men on how we can made steps for¬ 
ward, in face of Patriarchy and the criticism on 
it, how we oppose men's violence and how we 
understand ourselves (namely different as de¬ 
manded). We think it's right to draw lines for 
men and to force them to obstain from certain 
behaviours, but we think it's wrong, if MEN 
argue that this is the wisest way and smash 
any argument for examining the own deforma¬ 
tion by saying that the fight against violence 
against women is more important and men 
have no right to worry in such a self-centris- 
ted manner, but the duty to destroy everything 
globally that looks man-like. 

But we set our idea exactly on the point where 
we say: Sure, destroy Patriarchy - at any rate, 
but start to think it over for ourselves, what it 
is about for us, what is the importance of 
what, where are the central points and our 
questions, what are our targets and aims and 
why. After all it is about ourselves, too, and 
therefore we have to think for ourselves. 

We set our ideas and therefore the paper into 
the field of feminism - anti-feminism - softie 
- though guy - alteration - defence, and we 


also see the contradictions, but if we want to 


make a step forward we should discuss exactly 
this complex and not take the easy way of a 
black-and-white-scheme. Until now men 


have said plainly too less on that issue, re¬ 
spectively have imparted too less what already 
exists and therefore this paper also is a pro¬ 
clamation to start with this at last. 
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DISCUSSION AFTER THE GULF-WAR/ PREFACE 



Preface to the papers 
of the working-group at the IIM 


Here are some parts of the discussion and text made by comrades of several european countries 
and cities. Topic is our attitude and practice during the gulf-war. We began with this discussion 
at the last international infoshopmeeting (IIM) at Bern in May, in the workshop to "CLASH". 

In this workshop the newspaper is discussed politically, criticisms are formulated, ideas are ex¬ 
changed. We stated that there is too less discussion in CLASH. But we also wanted to be responsi¬ 
ble: at these meetings we are sitting together as people from several countries and we can start by 
ourselves with political discussions - in stead of only talk about the newspaper as a project. Italian 
and suisse comrades made the proposal to talk about the situation after the official end of the 
gulf-war. 

The gulf-war was the first war which the european governments waged as an unitiy together with 
the USA. In difference to that, we - resistance in europe - have not been able to act together or 
at least discuss together. But perhaps the gulf-war will not stay a single case and we have to try 
to organize ourselves. 

But even to start this discussion was very difficult. 

It was alike it has been so often in our history: 

If we have got a defeat and if we are feeling our helplessness in front of the powermeans and 
destructive-forces of the rulers we are overwhelmed. There is speachlessness and a fear for ex¬ 
amining our weakness exactly with the purpose to change it. 

This war has set up fundamental questions to ourselves anew: 

What are our aims and our own identity in struggling in europe? How will we get able to pass the 
"campaign -policy " ? Where and how is our organizing and how can we develop it? What's about 
our knowledge and consciousness about the international situation? etc. 

These questions cannot be excluded from this discussion. But meanwhile these questions cannot be 
answered in only one discussion and the answers have to be found also in practical attempts. 
Another difficulty was that almost half of the people in the workshop have not had a similar dis¬ 
cussion in their cities or countries. So they could only speak as individuums and had no basic in 
an organized discussion. 

But in spite of all these difficulties we managed it to start. At the end of the meeting in Bern we 
decided to continue with this discussion at home in our several cities and countries, write it down 
and meet again for an extra workshop-meeting before the next IIM to continue our common dis¬ 
cussion. 

Now here are the texts and parts of the discussion at the extra-meeting. For the time being, there 
are no solutions or consequences but descriptions and ideas about our weaknesses and the reasons 
for them. 
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As discussionbasis we had one text from 
Switzerland and two texts from Germany. 
All three texts have a relatively uniform 
view concerning the weakness of the Left 
during the gulf-war. In all texts there are 
more or less no answers to the lack of 
perspective but questions. First we talked 
about what is lacking in the texts. For 
example that one reason for the non-prac¬ 
tice is also the deficient readiness to talk 
with each other. The separation which is 
also spreaded in the socalled "scene". In 
the beginning of the 80th there have been 
probably more collective structures than 
today. Today the readiness for talking with 
each other/to discuss contently is too less. 
So structures in which one may talk 
frankly about fears and doubts and by this 
people become able to strengthen each 
other are missing. This has consquences on 
the readiness, capability and determination 
for struggling. 

These statements leaded to a short discus¬ 
sion about resorts and solutions: for exam¬ 
ple if organizing in small groups is one 
possibility because intensive discussions 
are impossible at big plena. But in this it 
is dangerous again to split up each other 
totally, to isolate the small groups from 
each other. Besides the form "small 
groups" says nothing about the content. 
For example also in still existing small 
groups there is too less discussions or it is 
discussed in an individualistic or non¬ 
committal way. It is not the most impor¬ 
tant question if the groups or structures are 
big or small, it's more important that those 
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people organize themselves that want to go 
ahead. "To go ahead" means: not only to 
lamentate about the situation but search for 
solutions in order to overcome the situa¬ 
tion. Then it might be possible that also in 
big cities at first only a few people come 
together. But these people can give pushes 
and others can join. 

We have only talked about further points 
relatively short, but not discussed them 
longer: 

- that it is good to build up contacts with 
foreign organisations and people for doing 
an exchange with them and to develop a 
common practice. (Also to recognize and 
overcome our own racisms by that). Also 
the nearness with and understanding of li- 
berationfights in other parts of the world 
can develop continuously by this, for 
example Kurdistan, Turkey. This was mis¬ 
sing during the gulf-war. In many cities/ 
countries starts of closer cooperation have 
already been developed since the gulf-war. 

- our own organizing has missed. Of 
course it is already missing for some time 
but during the gulf-war this has taken ef¬ 
fect drastically: no common/ uniformed 
viewpoints/ aims/ politcal determinations 
of the resistance; the inability of starting 
coordinated initiatives and so on ....in 
short: to fritter away our few forces. Of 
course in this way we cannot force no go¬ 
vernment to nothing...! 











DISCUSSION AFTER THE GULF-WAR/ CH _ 

The Golf War - 

The Swiss left, the Anti-War movement, Resistence 

The following two connected texts are the results of a not yet finished discussion about the Golf 
war among activists of a group of the radical left in Zurich. This discussion is not finished and 
therefore in the texts there are joined different standpoints and the texts are inexact at certain 
passages. We want to point out that with this text we did not want to give an analisis of the left in 
Switzerland in general. 


against Panama as well as the effects 
on the poor districts, has it been 
widely displayed during the Golf War. 
Even if those weapon fascinated not 
a small portion of the population, 
they were paralised lots of people 
from the left and Anti-War-Move¬ 
ment. On the one hand we can not 
ignore the significance of the high- 
technology during the course of the 
war. For the imperialist forces it 


the so-called third world). There are 
other important points which are cru¬ 
cial in the war about which though 
very little has been discussed. When 
we compare the Golf War to the 
Vietnam War, we can draw lots of 
parallels (although not everything) 
We remember very well the barbaric 
week- long bombings which deman¬ 
ded an unbelievable number of vic¬ 
tims from the Vietnamese people. We 



Our discussions were based on an 
artical about the Golf War edited in 
‘Informationen aus dem Widerstand 
in der Schweiz’ nr. 22 which you may 
know. Discussions among the left, 
progressive and peace-loving part of 
the population about the Golf crisis/ 
War before the 15/01/91 have shown 
that there is obviousely no or very 
little conclusive kwnowledge about 
the situation, history and develop¬ 
ment of imperialism. For the most 
part there was this permanent hope 
that the open war would not and 
could not break out. Too many signs 
of the intentions and preparations of 
war were misinterpretated or dispel¬ 
led and where therefore characteri¬ 
sed by a naive hope of peace. Con¬ 
sistently the movement against the 
imperialist war was taken by surprise 
by the outbreak and following course 
of the war in Irak. It was overrun by 
the European war front which meant 
imperialist media- policy making, war 
propaganda and psychological war¬ 
fare. There was no absolute immobi¬ 
lity, there were a wide range of dif¬ 
ferent actions - public meetings and 
gatherings, marches, rallies, picke- 
tings, women's mobilisations, sabo¬ 
tage against petrol multinationals and 
petrol stations etc. But although all 
these actions for themselves were 
very good and important, nothing 
more coherent developped. The 
ruling imperialist propaganda seemed 
to be allover and the course of the 
war and the misleading high-tech 
success reports respectively seemed 
to prove that the war propaganda 
was right. 

The Golf War 

The Significance of the high- 
tech Warfare 

Much has always been written about 

the new high-tech warfare. Was it 

still concealed during the Blitzkrieg 


meant high superiority and made the 
war here look like a ‘clinical precision 
operation’. There was obviously an 
important shift from dirty fighting vic¬ 
tory- shouting soldiers to the cool, 
permanently functioning and non¬ 
stop deployable war precision 
machinery. (In the world of industry 
capitalism shows its new face as 
well) But do these impressions reflect 
reality? What do we really know 
about it? What was reality there and 
media- manipulated propaganda 
here? Propaganda which hammered 
the imperialist superiority through 
high-technology into our minds as 
well as into the arabic people’s minds 
(and all the other people’s minds of 


still remember the Yankie words: 
‘Let’s bomb the North of Vietnam 
back to stone Age.’ The imperialist 
weapons were already then much 
more superior in relation to the Viet¬ 
namese liberation struggle. Neverth¬ 
eless the Yankies experienced one of 
their worst defeats in spite of all the 
technology and propaganda. The 
political consciousness and the will of 
the people of Vietnam were factors 
which we should not underestimate. 

Questions about the fight of the 
people in the Irak 

Prehaps more decisive during the 
imperialist war in the Golf was the 
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weakness or even lack of revolu¬ 
tionary forces in many arabien coun¬ 
tries than the technological 
superiority. 

The Vietnamese people succeded in 
transforming the imperialist 
superiority into victory because they 
knew what' they struggeled for and 
why. The Palestinian people of the 
1967 occupied territories as well 
resist bitterly the high-tech heavely 
armed Zionist aggression. The list of 
people’s war against a military 
superior enemy is long. But the posi¬ 
tion of Saddam Hussein a mixing up 
between pseudo-imperialistic reth- 
oric (exposed through his militaristic 
power politics, the consequences of 
which the Kurdish people have ex¬ 
perienced mainly and for a long time 
already), nationalism and islamic reli 
qion could never really put down their 
roots neither in the Iraqi population 
nor in the masses of the other arab.c 
countries. Big portions of the Iraqi 
population are oppressed by the 
ruling Baath regime and in spite of 
the chauvinistic cheering for Saddam, 
the people were never united. 


The reason why despite all this many 
people sided with Iraqi - be it at least 
verbally or also marching - lies more 
in the actual situation, e.g. the con- 
tinous occupation of Palestine, the 
hopeless situation of the oppressed 
and exploited arabic masses, than in 
a really anti-imperialist and demo¬ 
cratic/social policy of the Iraqi military 
regime. Another factor though was 
the way Irak conducted the war. With 
the occupation and annection of 
Kuweit which is more of a rival than 
political enemy, it became very diffi¬ 
cult or even impossible to express 
any solidarity with the Iraqui warfare. 
Despite the bombings and despite of 
the just necessary struggle against 
Zionist occupation of Palestine, it is 


unbearable to operate with the same 
weapon of mass destruction as the 
enemy. Weapon of mass destruction 
moreover which were already used in 
the attempted genozid of the Kurdish 
population and which should now 
suddenly serve to liberate Palestine - 
this has a more than a bitter taste. 


The Swiss left Anti-War 
Movement 

It is clear that the political position of 
the Iraqi leadership as described 
above, that is the lack of a really 
anti-imperialist, progressive policy, 
had its influence upon the European 
Anti-War Movement. Discussion and 
policy-finding were difficult and 
tedious; the praxis developed accor¬ 
dingly. Orientation to the Palestinean 
and Kurdish solidarity movement was 
rather a stop-gap position, although 
not entirely coincidential: there exists 
a prolonged tradition of solidarity 
specifically with the palestinean 
liberation movement. This orientation 
is not novelty insofar as international 
solidarity has been, and remains, part 
of the policy of the left. The stop-gap 
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aspect showed itselfs in the scan¬ 
tiness of an according praxis. In 
addition, the pre-war period was 
marked with difficulties and weakness 
in relation to the Palestinean and 
Kurdish liberation movements. Of 
course this was manifest as the Tur¬ 
kish - Iraqi imperialistic threat was 
intensified and Zionist aggression in¬ 
creased. Moreover there were, at 
least in our surroundings, grave dis¬ 
agreements with Palestinean com¬ 
rades on the Iraqi position. This led to 
their total withdrawal from our dis¬ 
cussions. 

Why was it not possible to develop a 
strong Anti-War Movement, an 
effective revolutionary policy? After 
all, the imperialistic war was evident 


in its preparation (viz. the war on 
Panama); its aims were quite plain; 
open warfare and its consequences 
on Iraqi and other Arabian peoples 
were clearly devastating, of a tragic 
dimension. And also here, the distor¬ 
ted face of war revealed itself in its 
specifically metropolitan way. 

On the official level, Switzerland 
offered the imperialistic alliance its 
unconditional support. During the 
preliminaries several Swiss busines¬ 
ses, sham-front firms and banks had 
made money out of the Iraqi arma¬ 
ment, as they had done before in the 
Iraqi - Iranian war. For the Swiss 
army and his protagonists, the wel¬ 
come opportunity arrived to cry mili¬ 
tary propaganda and to promptly 
place the army on the border against 
the “new enemy" - the men and 
women seeking refuge from imperia¬ 
list oppression. The generals exihibi- 
ted their special, if unsurprising, 
brand of cynicism in the way they 
persistently cited or referred to the 
Zionist army and its conclusions and 
analyses. 

Hordes of military and strategy spe¬ 
cialists sprung from the ground, 
spouting explanations of war and all 
its various possibilities to the open- 
mouthed public. Counterpointing the 
bloody and imperialistic reality of war 
with miraculous and constructive 
technological novelties, they offered 
technological superiority as the 
means for unrestricted power in the 
hands of the white ruling race. The 
media - the press and especially 
television - played a central role as 
loyal outpost for the US - command. 
With a ceaseless barrage, the media 
hammered home the ‘necessity’, 
therfore the ‘justness’ of this war for 
the ‘liberation of Kuwait’. Unmistak- 
eably, the Digital Age created new 
possibilities to gain acceptance and 
manipulate public opinion. Far away 
from the scenes of action, and yet 
seemingly up close, war became 
something one could consume like a 
video game; the distinction between 
a computer war game and the real 
thing became clouded. This eery 
make-believe world leads to ex¬ 
tenuation and depoliticising - it 
blunts and alienates to an unequalled 
extent. » 

The Zionist brainwashing and reverse 
reports of events took in a special 
position. (We do place the bombing 
and poison gas threats in the context 
of Iraqi militarism and condemn 
them.) 


The feat was accomplished of er¬ 
asing the Zionist crimes against the 
Palestinean population from the 
headlines. Generally, the repressive, 
zionist-racist character of the State 
of Israel was turned upside down with 
the result that the increasing repres¬ 
sion against the Intifada can be 
maintained in a climat of lack of soli¬ 
darity with the Paslestineans. 

The protest and resistance in Swit¬ 
zerland expired before it could deve¬ 
lop any strength. It had its good 
moments - actions and rudimentary 
exchanges with diverse groups and 
people. 

With various actions against BP and 
banks; blockades of the stock ex¬ 
change and partially successful! 
demonstrations, the beginnings of 
good propaganda for opposition 
against the Gulf War was achieved. In 
spite of this, the resistance gained no 
impetus, the left shot its bolt too 
quickly and its impact became in¬ 
creasingly weak. 

The reason lie in the apparent 
powerlessness of the movement, the 
impossibility to counter the imperia¬ 
listic, all-out policy of violence. In 
addition, the left suffers a deeper and 
more durable crisis over political dis¬ 
agreements, as over ways and 
means towards a radical, revolu¬ 
tionary struggle. This leads to a cli¬ 
mate of apathy and a tendency to 
retreat to the wings as powerless 
spectators of war (it happened to all, 
in a way), rather than rally to further 
mobilisation, altercation, action. This 
self-contemplating attitude hindered 
the left in realising that a good part of 
the reformist, peace - seeking anti¬ 
war groups was developing a strong 
practical engagement against the im¬ 
perialistic war. The obvious and grave 
political differences from them do not 
alter the fact that unnecessary blin¬ 
kers and general demarcation pre¬ 
vented a possible common thrust. 

This fault must be studied critically 
and with consequence. The left, 
whether more or less radical and 
revolutionary, will have to revalue 
their readiness and earnestness, and 
set their sights ahead to become a 
political guarantee against the ‘calm 
hinterland’ in Switzerland. Apart from 
self - criticism, practical initiative is 
asked for, which will have to lead to 
continuous and effective forms of 
resistance. 
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FURTHER REFLECTIONS 
ON THE PROTEST/ 
RES1STENCE AGAINST THE 
GULF WAR IN ZURICH 

In Zurich as in other places in the 
world, not everybody believed the 
hypocritical lies were being fed by 
their governement to the mainstream 
medias about a “war of justice”. 
Some of the so-called ‘liberal public’ 
refused to intervene actively against 
this governemental propaganda as 
they were blinded by the prevailing 
western/white attitude, that Saddam 
was the villan and the cause of this 
war. Despite this, people from dif¬ 
ferent standpoints did join together to 
resist, gathering under the parole of 
‘this war has to stop’. As exspected 
this larger resistence movement had 
moderated ideas . For example, in an 
appeal for a demonstration against 
the war, in bem on the 26/01/91 the 
demand that the troops of the United 
Nations Alliance immediately leave 
the Golf-Area was not made. And 
also Israel was not seen as the 
agressor and profiteer of the war. The 
right to self-determination for the 
Kurdish and Palestinian people was 
just left away. In contradictory to this 
the Swiss anti-war mass accepted 
the the idea so-called Near East 
Peace Conference. But not every¬ 
body involved in the anti-war move¬ 
ment shared this oppinion. It was 
thought that working with the mass 
movement would provide a chance 
to try and form contact with people 
who were politically unaligned in the 
left, allowing our political horizons to 
be broadened and bringing our poli¬ 
tical understanding nearer. (This does 
not mean all our power must only be 
concentrated on this.) As we lacked 
of some deeper assessments, we 


were unprepared for the confronta¬ 
tion how to work in and with the 
mass movement. For that reason we 
had controversal internal discussions 
about how to work with the anti-war- 
mass-movment right from the begin- 
ning.And so we could not take out 
the full possibility of this different 
ideas in order to analize our assess¬ 
ments. 

For the first time some of ous accep¬ 
ted this moderated movement with¬ 
out criticism, hoping to integrate our 
attitude from the beginning.And they 
wanted to clarify our steps during the 
development of the movement. Oth¬ 
ers stood resolutely behind the for¬ 
ming of larger alliances, while at the 
same time continuing to work on our 
own evaluations, ideas of practical 
actions and initiatives in order not to 
dissolve and be assimilated within the 
larger alliance and their ideas. Others 
again saw the danger of such large 
alliances in that our inclusion would 
give the alliances’ reformistic ideas 
more power and legitimacy. The 
people supporting this final position 
wanted to count solely on our own 
strength, forming out of this position 
a strong, anti-reformist alliance. 

At several well defined points we ex¬ 
plored some theoretical discussions 
as well as some common actions. It 
was not possible to work together 
without some friction, suspicion and 
tactical games that were unfair, alt¬ 
hough some of the well-known deli— 
minations were pushed into the 
background in face of the extermina¬ 
tion of the masses in the Golf- 
Region. It has not yet been possible 
to make an estimation of how far this 
experience of more openess 
changed things, that will be seen in 
the attitude of further alliances. Until 
now little has been changed. 










In addition there are general feelings 
of weakness, desorientation and 
basic ideological differences within 
the radical left, where we are left with 
no structure and ideas of how to 
continue with our fight. (Ideological 


some interesting theoretical discus¬ 
sions took place though it became 
quite difficult to find a clearer path of 
actions in this framework.This could 
also be the problem of such open 
structures. As this was an open dis- 
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differences as for example: whom 
shall we support? The Palestinian 
people? The Palestinian proletarians? 
Or to whom do we direct our mobili¬ 
zation? Proletarians? All kind of sen¬ 
sible critical people? Shall we talk 
about the ‘Golf War’ just for tactical 
reasons, or shall we phrase it in the 
‘Imperialistic War’?) Even though 
people did come together in the so- 
called Anti-War-Plenum from the 
radical, autonomous and anti-im¬ 
perialistic scenes, from the squatting 
movement, solidarity sector, labor- 
unions, students and pacifists, all the 
short comings and differences dis¬ 
cussed in this text appeared. Due to 
this the diskussions did not continue 
smoothly. Despite the fact that the 
discussions were often obstructed by 
theoretical all-round claims. Despite 
this obvious weekness, our expecta¬ 
tions were still very high and abstract. 
We were agitating for ‘concrete inter¬ 
vention’, not only ‘a symbolic one’, 
and all our actions had to be easy to 
explain to a large public. With all 
these expectations we remained ridig 
instead of being able to act. 


cussion forum, the ideological dif¬ 
ferences were great and this partly 
led to a stagnation or the inability to 
act. We missed the chance to to 
handle this dilema of ideological dif¬ 
ferences without being arrogant or 
‘closed’ to the broader public. Due to 
this the full potential of such a group 
was never reached. And the deep 
conflict, mentioned before, arose with 
our Palestinan comrades on the 
question of ‘the position to saddam 
hussein’. This conflict grew to the 
point where the Palestinian fully with- 


The rest coming out of this open dis¬ 
cussion forum formed together with 
other people the mentioned Anti- 
War- Plenum. 

In this Anti- War- Plenum the pro¬ 
cess of dispersal began even before 
the official ‘armistice’. 

There were many signs that this crisis 
is not over. The failure to influence 
the events in the Golf Region and to 
build up a sound resistence move¬ 
ment here throws light on our com¬ 
prehension of an internationalistic 
politic. A further step to be taken is 
the fact that many from the left out of 
our own weekness project lots of 
their utopia of liberation in the fights 
in the trikont, instead of fighting here 
in their own struggle for parts of 
those utopias. If there is no such 
projection possibility as in the un¬ 
possible identification with the mili¬ 
tary regime of Irak many of us are left 
back with nothing in their hands. If 
we are to take the situation in the so- 
called third world countries into 
account, which becomes more and 
more unbearable, we must develop a 
resolute solidarity with these coun¬ 
tries and sistematically clarify our in¬ 
terpretation of internationalism. 

We, who lead a privileged life here in 
the metropolises of the west must 
take on a moral political responsibility 
• connected to our interests here. This 
fight must be understood as a joint 
and complete fight for changes of 



As the time went by all of us began 
to feel a kind of helplessness and 
frustration or even faint in face of this 
unstoppable imperialistic patriarchal 
war of annihilation. 

We started to work with foreigners 
living in Switzerland. By beginning of 
the ‘Crisis in the Golf an open dis¬ 
cussion forum was formed that took 
place every week. At this meeting 


drew from this discussions forum. 
The more the contact to the Turkish, 
Kurdish and Iranian comrades here 
became distanced, the more we 
ended up just informing each other of 
concrete actions and the less we 
were able to build up a common 
front. 


conditions in the so-called third 
world countries and here. 

We all know that this war did not start 
at the 17 th January and it still goes on 
after the 4 th March. 
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DISCUSSION AFTER THE GULF-WAR/ BRD 


in our discussion we talked about ovei lapping cau¬ 
ses for the lack of orientation and the dilliculties ( of the 
radical left-wing movement) to take position during the 
Gulf-war. 

About our ignorance to the Near-East conflict (which is 
not quite new): 

The fact that this lack of interest exists, expresses the 
lack of interest in a country/ region, in which there're no 
liberationmovements/struggles to whom we can show 
solidarity without contra-dictions.lt's clear for us. that we 
show our solidarity with and refer to the peoples who 
stand up and fight. But then, to peoples or countries in 
which there*s no dear resistance or we* re not aware of it. 
we don* t have clear points of view or are not able to relate 
to them by showing solidarity (F.ex.: the massacres on 
the african continent now actual Yugoslavia, yesterday 
Irak....). This behaviour is in fact a contradiction to our 
feeling about oppression and exploitation - the structure 
of poverty and richeness in the different countries- which 
we observe in this world. When we wouldn't repress so 
much of what we observe, the way we feel also could be 
an orientation. The analyzing of imperialistic structures 
on earth absolutely belongs to this orientation, and we 
have to set basic positions to cover up these structures 
and have the will to fight them (the example of the CSCE 
came up in our discussion, the conference of security and 
cooperation in europe. to give a clear idea of these 
structures). 

To break out of this, mentioned above, lack of orientation. 
it's very important to overcome the described identifica¬ 
tion-problems and to develope exact points of view and 
to offer starting-points: espedally because the imperia¬ 
lists will plan, in building-up a new world order, inter¬ 
ventions . invasions eta again and again. 

In our discussion we came to the following possible 
starting-points: 

- to take up the discussion on the support of the 
intifada again 

- the slogan "solidarity with the arabian peoples" has to 
be 

discussed and then put into practice, the diffusity has to 
be resolved 

-why do we need these identifikations?why do we need 
liberation movements for our orientation (respectively 
fixation) 

To determine our behaviour towards the imperialists 
more precisely also means to recognise where our own 
fixations lie and from what they have grown. 

Our solidarity behaviour is influenced, through what 
appears in the bourgeois press, or what is aimed at us 
resp. is seen as "harmless" by the censorship or is 
blacked-out by the media. Because of this we often focus 
on certain highlights instead of developing continuous 
relations on which we decide out of our own discussions. 
Prerequisites for this are organized information, exchan¬ 
ge and discussions tied to a practical solidarity. 


The many discussions about Saddam Hussein’s person 
showed that the role of the media was of high importance 
to the movement also during the war. People went along 
with an argumentation characterized by smear and pro¬ 
paganda (f.i. voices were heard in meetings in European 
cities in favour of embargos against Iraq which were in 
fact aimed at the population). This moved into the back¬ 
ground of the ciaryfying of the position towards the Iraqi 
government (e.g. points of view towards the invasion of 
Kuwait, the relations ni Iraq towards: the imperialists, the 
^raoicui peoples, Palestine. Kurdistan). In this way. the 
pretexts of the imperialists towards torcing through their 
interests were not dearly enough exposed publidy. and 
thereby not suffidently attacked for being power-inter¬ 
ests. The function that the media smear campaigns and 
-censorship had/have, was not recognized as such. 
Therefore it was difficult to develope dear positions. 
This level of discussion shows in a frightening way. how 
little anti-imperialist consdenceness about the conflict in 
the Near East and about the role of the system-suppor¬ 
ting media was available. 
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We have said before that it is important to develop self- 
controlled media-independant relations of international 
solidarity. We think this is an important step towards 
dissolving the lack of orientation. A further step is to 
reflect upon the difficulties of our own (radical left) orga¬ 
nizing. 

In the discussions of the working group we talked about 
the principle of do-as-you-please. the putting forward of 
one’s own interests, lack of responsability, resisting 
against organizing.... Our structures often do not offer any 
life-perspective. Many difficulties arise from the fact that 
our struggle, resistance is not understood as an existen¬ 
tial one. To change this, if is necessary first and foremost 
to question oneself a lot To question own priorities and 
privileges means to take seriously the consequences 
resulting from observations and experiences, to connect 
them to claims and demands of day-to-day life and to find 
solutions, we should question these consequences seri¬ 
ously. through deviding responsibilities from masked 
daims.lt is important within broader connections, to 
gather those who want to change anything and not to 
establish every possible unpossibility and then to split up 
again; Besides that those who want to quit should not be 
let loose without any critical look at or debate about it It 
is just as important to prevent individual choices as to 
support eachother with interest tolerance and conside¬ 
ration as to deal with self-critics. 

We realized, that the material conditions within the white 
metropoles are different from the conditions in the rest of 
the world. It is a fact that many people within the metro¬ 
poles ( espedally within the move-ment) do not under¬ 
stand the struggle against oppression and exploitation 
as an existentiell one. that they let themselves be bribed 
or simply repress much. This relationship means, not 
being able/willing? to push oneself through against the 



existing structures (consume-terror. social iso lation, 
requirement to work and created unern-ployement). 
Giving up own privileges is also connected with whether 
you want to push yourself through. The conditions for the 
struggles in the three continents are totally different. The 
controle through oppression and exploitation can not be 
pushed away, but is a day-today reality. The experienced 
oppression finds it’s way out rather in fighting the oppres¬ 
sion than in resignation. Also the attack on daily life 
structures (social isolation) is not yet developed that far 
as it is in the metropolitan states, which can be/is a belter 
base tod eve lope organized struggles. On the other hand 
the repression is much stronger. 

Because we take the conditions seriously and have the 
will to push through consequent changes of the condi¬ 
tions made by the ruling-class, we see our struggle as an 
existential one. 


therefore a revolu- 

tionairy way of organizing is existential, in the present 
worldwide political situationl Reaconizing this necessity 
can only be a serious claim for the time being, then in fact 
we are in a different situation; there are the mentioned 
difficulties in the ways of organizing of autonomous/anii- 
imperi-alistic groups. There is a fire-brigade way of 
making politics (running from one campaign to another 
without connecting them together or seeing similarities). 
For us. as part of the resis-tance, it is important to deve- 
lope answers on basical questions which has to be 
formulated as well. To pass beyond the already worked- 
out positions, which often only have a slogancharacter 
being putten as slogans under leaflets ( anti- 
capital istic.anti-radst anti-sexist and anti-imperialistic). 
And consequenteiy create and being an orientation, 
work-out clear positions, adopt them and put them into 
action. The experiences from the past 20years show how 
important it is to develope an orientation and to connect 
the different positions. What is expressed nowadays by 
the autonianti-imp. movement has its bases in the time 
that many people joint the movement The basical que¬ 
stions were not worked-out enough and positions were 
not invited. The movements did not put in front or manage 
to drow the connections between the different move¬ 
ments and the positions within them. Under these condi¬ 
tions the repression was able to intervene and split up 
and isolate the struggling people from eachother 
To us the next (insufficient) contents belong to the formu¬ 
lation of fundamental questions; 

- international struggles 

- struggling prisoners 

- in trying to create a different world by means of resisting 
(without oppression and exploitation, for the right to 
selfdetermination) we are realy inexpressive and without 
conviction. To change that we need ideas, analyses and 
aconvidion of another world. We also see this in connec¬ 
tion to the racisme- and patriarchate discussions and 
there day-to-day liveliness. 

Concerning the organisational problems, we think in 
relation to the International Infoshop Meeting, that it is 
important that the discussions within the working-groups 
produce dear results and/or a concrete practice. 

We now give only a short view of our discussion 
about our ideas from organizing internationaly, because 
we only toutched the subject As positive we see, that 



tional Infoshopmeetings are a part of it because of the 
themes, the discussions in the working-groups and the 
practical results. Certainly there is the difficulty of picking 
out central themes which are discussed in the infoshop¬ 
meeting, and bringing them back into the cities, to spread 
them around and build up structures or to use existing 
ones and connecting them. 
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INTRODUCTION TO AN ASSEMBLY AGAINST THE GULF WAR 


Introduction of a brochure titled “media-instigation, pale- 
stinian-isrealian conflict, metropol-chauvinism” that 
contains the speech of Said Dudin, representative of the 
Palestinian press-agancy WAFA in Wiesbaden and an 
interview with Gregor Bockermann, participant of the 
peace-camp in Iraq, published by the internationalism- 
group of the squatters. Wiesbaden in june 91. 

Originally we wanted to make this arrangement during 
the gulf-war. During this war forthe “New World-Order” 
of banks and trusts the weakness of the left-wings who 
live inside the centers of the power becomes as clear as 
never before. The ruling-class could not prevent the 
abundant refusal of the war, but it has been failed to give 
the mobilization a direction against the structures of the 
power that determinate state and society. The contradic¬ 
tion between talk and act. between the knowledge about 
the brutality of the imperialistic war-machine and their 
aims on one side and our actual powerlessness to seize 
them by the arm adequately runs inside the midst of 
ourselves. 

Short after the first abundant protests against the war the 
whole movementwas busy with discussions who paraly¬ 
se it and repulse it on its own powerlessness. Whether 
the discussions were about Saddam Hussein. Israel or 
the “question of violence”, at last the effect was that it has 
not been possible any more for plenties to deepen their 
position against the war. to turn it against the state and to 
enlarge their praxis pinpointed. All these discussions 
have drawn away from the central point of this war: total 
domination of the poor countries in the south by the rich 
countries and concrete the maintenence of property- 
means in the arabian region to secure the grip on the oil 
and the reflux of the petro-dollars into the western trusts. 
By this a situation comes to pass in which plenties have 
unwillingly taken partin legitimating the war by this deba¬ 
tes. And the simplest that has to be done properly was not 
done: to run into the arms of the war-machine effectively. 
Where the necessity for social revolution is not fellt for 
oneself and no society changing praxis is seized, there 
the position to this war could onlystay external. Butwedid 
not want to remain in the part of a spectator becouse it 
was clear that the ending of this war would determinate 
also our conditions substantialy. 

Here in Wiesbaden we have sqattered the Ringkirche 
(big church) short before the war to create aaction-center 
for all who are against the war. But soon we also could 
barely react and have not been able to give orientation 
and to intervene into the proceeding. All our started 
initiatives and practical steps have made it clear for us 
how lightly our own political discussions have been in 
this quarrel. We had to ascertain that we had repressed 
and put aside a lot of what we still had learned and what 
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comes partly out of our own experience and history. 
WHNS (= Wartime Host Nation Support-Program), run¬ 
way (runway- west of Frankfurt airport, used by US-Air- 
Force) as turn-table forthe war against the people in the 
south. FRG as US-aircraft-carrier. RDF etc. have been 
notions in an analysis to which in the beginning/middle of 
the 80th there have been starts of practical policy. This 
common process of repression turned against ourselves 
in that moment as the imperialists putthat into action what 
they had announced even for long time. 

Our problem was not that we didn't want to oppose 
something to the war-machine but that we were not able 
to do that. 

The central pointfor us during the last 1.5 years was the 
struggle for a center in this city. We need this center 
because there has to be a place and rooms where we can 
organize resistance and live according to our interests 
and needs, human live without any space for the logic of 
the capital. In thestruggleforthe center we have acquired 
for ourselves quite essentialy moments of identity which 
are condition forstruggling inthe centers. For us this was 
a new experience which needed all our force and in 
which we have learned a lot We have squattered a house 
by which we wanted to create life-conditions for oursel¬ 
ves that represent an alternative that is directly compre¬ 
hensible for everyone. We orientated ourselves at the 
contradictions that can be seen be everyone like for 
example seperation. house-storage and destruction of 
the social structures in the cities. What we had done into 
political practice stood for ourselfves of course in conec- 
tion with the people who struggle all over the world for 
their live-conditions and against suppression, but this 
stayed practically often still abstract and supperficial. 
The war made it again clear for ourselves that we have to 
integrate the global developments much stronger into 
our own political acting. Because it s clear that here we 
don't live on an island but in a society which becomes 
heavily changed bythe global processes and bythis also 
the conditions forourstruggles.The option war forexam- 
ple will play a growing part in policy again. This means 
that the society shall be brought into service for defen¬ 
ding their privilege richdom militarily againstthe biggest 
part of the people. The FAZ (Frankfurter Allgemeine 
Zeitung. daily newspaperforthe capitalists) expresses it 
like this: "The citizens readiness to defend the own life- 
stile with weapons requires to democracy." 

As more resolute and more ruthless this policy will be 
forced through bythe ruling-class as intolerable/insuffe¬ 
rable becomes real oppostion for the system. And the 
development especially since the re-union of Germany, 
shows that the space which is suffered for oppositional 
pratice bythe state becomes smaler. Because it is obvi¬ 
ous that the contradictions which expresses themselves 









by the global developments also inside the society (rise 
of Great-Germany to a world-power, break-down of the 
socialistic states, refugee-streams, escalation of racism 
a.s.o.) cannot be controlled by the usual ways. 

In our political praxis we are confrontated at every smal 
step with the systems repressive apparatus. Where the 
system cannot absorbe orturn around mobilizations that 
are directed against the system there the toleration 
margin becomes smaler. Squatting have the consequen¬ 
ce of military build-ups and of criminalization which are 
exported and coordinated on west-european level since 
some time. 

Political prisoners, still in the claws of the state, shall be 
weared down up to abjure. Public statements of the 
prisoners become distorted and turned into the opposite 
meaning to block a political discussion with them. 
Refugees who come into our countries because war. 
misery and suppression, often as a result of imperialistic 
policy, have chased them away from their native coun¬ 
tries are confrontated with a rassistic society which is 


pushed forward by the institutionalized racism of the 
state. 

Only who don't argue with this reality, who thinks himsel- 
ve away from it and buries its feelings and thoughts is not 
confrontated with this. But we want to start from this reality 
and to this belonges the seizure of the seperation to the 
struggles of the people in the three continents. We don t 
a solidarity-work that is seperated from our own 
struggles but the other way around there where we stand 
up ourselves and take our interests against the live- 
hostile conditions in this society in cur hands, a relation to 
those who fight for their aims in other parts of the world 
come to pass too. Those who cause harm, misery and 
suppression are our enemies as well as they are the 
enemies of the people of Palestine, Africa, Latin-America 
and Asia. 


At the end a quotation of Amilcar Cabral: 

"In case an imperialism exists, and this is obvious, and 
this imperialism tries to dominate the workers-classes in 
all modern contries as well as also the national liberation- 
movements in all underdevelopped countries, than there 
exists only one enemy thatwe have to struggle against. If 
we wage the struggle together the substantive aspect of 
our solidarity is unembiguous: one must struggle. I don't 
believe that one have to talk much about that. We in 
Guinea struggle with weapons in our hands, you should 
also struggle. I don't say you have to struggle with wea¬ 
pons, I don't say by wich means because this is your 
matter, but it is necessary to find means and ways of the 
struggle against the common enemy. This will be the 
best solidarity that you can do. 

Shure there exist also other, secundary forms of practical 
solidarity: publishing articles, sending medicine a.s.o.. I 
can guaranttoyou: if one of your countries will manage it 
to wage a consequent struggle and if tomorrow you in 
europe are in an armed struggle against the imperialists 
we will send medicine to you as well. But I say it again: 
You have to decide if you think that peacefull co-existen¬ 
ce is a way of struggling or not but what we do indeed 
expect from you is that general strategy and struggling 
tactics will never be exchanged." 
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This article about the situation in 
Cologne is a little bit superficial 
ibut first and foremost it should out¬ 
line what was going on before and 
during the Gulf War in connection with 
the autonomous movement in the city. 


1*. Time- before the*outbreak" of the- 

Gulf War - the so called Gulf Crisis 

When the massmedias reported about the 
iraquian invasion into the emirate of 
Kuwait.for most of us it was an unim¬ 
portant notice. Nobody imagined at this 
point of time,that the beginning of the 
so called Gulf Crisis aeveloped into a 
big imperialistic war. The notice about 
the invasion seemed to be one of any 
daily notices,which the massmedias blew 
up to deflect the sensation-seeking 
people of the more imoortant (in our 
opinion) daily mess. 

There is also the fact that the stage o: 
the events (Kuwait,Iraque) was more an 
unknown and didn't belong to the terri¬ 
tory of autonomous (or left-radical) 
internationalism activities. Amongst 


* The last year was determined by ru; 
gbehind the development also in Geri 
land .defend our houses, defend agai 

■ attacks of fascists - who can keeo 

■ the international situation "under 
^control". And now we think we have 

begin a "campaign","to go somethin 
against the Gulf War",but there ar 
little connections to our Gaily pr 
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Especially at the demonstrations the 
weekend before the "start" of the war, 
organised by mostly reformist orgeni- 
sations.when a confused fear of war 
expressed itself,lots of us just fol¬ 
lowed without thinking a lot or trying 
to emphasize our own main points(no 
surprise!). 

On the other hand the ignorance had 
been cultivated until the last moment. 
Even a few days before the outbreak of 
the Gulf War lot of us didn't believe 
that it would really come to a war. It 
is absurd but many people "were confi¬ 
dent" in that those pigs in power were 
going to find diplomatic solutions. 

It snail be announced that during this 
time of "Gulf Crisis" most parts of the 
autonomous groups in Cologne (there are 
not so many) were envolved in local 
struggles (since summer 1990 the const¬ 
ant threat of eviction of our centre 
'WeiQhausstraBe'and the realisation of 
the eviction in december 1990) . 

This is no excuse for not acting during 
the "Gulf Crisis" but although it's im¬ 
portant to notice it. 


But most happened without - orientation, 
almost daily assemblies did not change 
that. Especially the difficulties in 
not having any reference to the perti- 
cipaots in this war(neither to the 
imperialists - of course - nor to 
Saadara Hussein), combined with the im¬ 
possibility to publicise our positions • 
against the daily terror of the mass 
medias.was an important,sometimes para¬ 
lysing fact in our discussions. 

The "solution" of this conflict was the' 
solidarity with the vague existing 
arabian masses (nobody exactly knew 
what these masses were) and the demand 
for an inner-arebian solution. 

At least on the psycological level.the 
use of the iraquian Scud-missile crea¬ 
ted a certain sympathy(or malicious joy 
rather a sign of political helplessness 
and swoon. These bad shapes were proved 
by very few own (also militant) action. 






|Things went on as they had to. 

The large movement became less,the cops 
acted in a more and more brutal way,to* 
an increasing degree against us. The 
attempts of those in power to split the 
anti-war movement both in the question 
/q of violence and in the discussions 

'about anti-americanism and antisemitism 
i became more and more successful. This 
' /could not be changed by the apparent 

r8dicalisation,expressed by the general ; 
use of our slogans(e.g. german weapons, 
german money murder all over the world) .| 
On the one hand our slogans were taken 
up.on the other hand they became social-| 
ly acceptable and diluted without any 
practical resistance against the war. 

On the official level .indignation at 
exports of weapons and gas was enormous,j 
laws had to be changed - today their 
pushing through seems to be less im¬ 
portant. The hypocritical theatre 
reached its climax when members of those! 
pigs in power who are responsible for 
wars and murder all over the world like 
jGenscher and other political gangsters 
*could speak uncontradicted about the 
Jgenocide on the Kurds as if their po¬ 
litics have nothing to do with this messj 
this time we already disappeared fi 
ne streets. 

_ - ---- - ramsB 
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2. The time during the Gulf War 

Because of those facts many of us were 
"surprised" and shocked when the "crisis* 
became a "real" war.a lot of us had to 
pay dearly for the ignorance of the last 
months. Now activities started aimless 
from one day to the other,most tried to 
ao "anything against" the war,a sort of 
so called autonomous "fire-brigace-po- 
licy" was-for another time-constructed. 
The demonstrations and activities of 
an enourmous number of people likewise 
surprised and fascinated us,but we fail¬ 
ed to work out our own posit ions,either 
there was no time or nobody took any in 
that situation. So oneself restricted to 
follow the existing movement,although in 
some situations positive action took 
place: for example lots of graffiti in 
the whole town during the big oemonstra- 
t i ons ; 1eaflets;the use of own conceotion 
of resistance curing some activities e.g 
the blockades of the public traffic;also 
the obligatory mobilisation to the polic 
headquarters to set people free wno nao 
been arrested,this succeeded in most 
cases . 
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Further militarization of the wes¬ 
tern EUROPEAN COUNTRIES, HOW THE 
‘FORT OF EUROPE* MUST -BE SHIELDED-OFF 
MILITARY AND HOW THE SEPARATE POSSI¬ 
BILITIES FOR SEPARATED MILITARY INVEN¬ 
TIONS ARE CONSIDERED. 



rapid reaction force (RRF), 


As far as the military (conventional and 
nuclear) defence of Europe was concerned, 
Europe was convinced that the US garan- 
teed their security during an eventual war 
with the Warsaw Pact. The US however 




m 


very of raw materials within the socallcd 
third world (because of the willingness of 
the US fto intervene military whenever 
there’s a threat to loose control, f.ex. by 
revolutions). 

At the other hand the europcan countries 
believed in non-military solutions to 
secure their interests and next to this they 
want to be able to to control their interests 
in the third world themselves. And last but 
not least they also started to realize that 
the US were prepared (and still are?) to 
fight a ‘restricted’ nuclear war against the 
East-front on European soil; the US ‘pro¬ 
tection’ got a sour taste. Then the europc¬ 
an states started to focus more and more 
'3i on the europification and conventional izali- 
fj, on of the NATO. 

^*MWfi _ 


its, , „ 

had/has (more and more) other national 
and international ‘created’ problems to 
deal with and felt less and less responsible P 
to secure Europe (military). ^ . 

The first reaction came from De Gaulle 
(France) in 1966 and after him Strauss 
(FRG) who both set the turn on for the 
*euro(yup)pifcationdiscussion’,- which 
developped itself into one of the most B 
important european themes. 

World power no. 3, Europe, should play 
it’s one (political-economical and military) 
role as an equivalence partner from the US 
: the atiantic confederacy shall be turned 
into a ‘confederay of the continents’. 
Strauss also pleaded for an ‘european 
defence organisation’, something that was 
developped further on and later expressed 
by M. Womer in the seventies ( he then 
was minister of defence, now NATO se¬ 
cretary-general) as ‘european defence 
political cooperation’ (EDS). This shows, 
that the discussion around ‘euro(yup)pifi- 
cation’ isn’t a new and original one, and 
one can see from the period after world 
war 2, that ther is a tendency going on in 
Europe towards a more independent positi¬ 
on from the US. By this, Europe attained 
into a amphibious position; at one hand 
they couldn’t believe that they could stand 
the East-front without being protected by 
the US. Besides this, the US gave/gives 
military support to secure europe’s impor¬ 
tant economical interest markets and deli- 



Europification is. an ideological compre¬ 
hension, to take care of regaining support 
from the population, which had lost it’s 
trust in their governments and started to 
sympatize a.o. with the goals of the peace- 
movement, by putting the bad old politics 
into a new europificated jacket. 

With conventionalization both politicians 
and militaries do not mean the replacement 
of nuclear weapons and additional strategy 
by conventional weapons and equivalent 
strategy, but an increase of conventional 
weapons next to nuclear armament (which 
has to be modernized as well) 

This restructuring had on one hand to 
serve the ability or the US to be more 
free-handed (by europe taking over certain 
military responsabilities for a world wide 
policy of military threatnings and interven¬ 
tions. And on the other hand to create the 
possibility to develop a stronger indepen¬ 
dant western-europe, to be able to play a 
separated role in world-politics. 

The position of the US, as a world power, 
contained economical, military and politi¬ 
cal ' power on the US controlled areas 
(europe, japan and huge parts of the third 
world). But because of the worldwide 
economical crisis the contra-positions 
increased, above all Europe and Japan 
became harsh competitors of the american 




economical power structures. Both deve- 
lopped themselves to stronger economical 
■powers than the US. altough they are in 
fact political and military allies. Coming 
into this situation, where the US was 
threatenend to loose their economical 
power in big parts of the world, they 
tried/try to secure their markets and deli¬ 
very of raw materials with an aggressive 
military foreign policy; a.o. by putting 
puppet-regimes into power and keeping 
them there ( only one example is Kuwait). 

In the same time leading an agressive 
foreign policy (with the accessory ‘victo¬ 
ries’) diverts from the internal economical 
and social problems. By this the attention ' v J 


foreign policy of the Yankees, securing 
their economical interests in the third 
world ‘with all means necessary’ and the 
possibility that Europe would be used as 
battlefield for a ‘restricted’ nuclear war, 
led to a split up between the European 
countries about the political-strategical line 
(with or without the US ,within or outside 
the NATO). These different opinions and 
the economical, political and military 
diversities between Europe and the US and 
between the European countries caused a 
crisis within the NATO, during the negoti¬ 
ations for the INF-treaty (?). ^ 

Firstly there were the countries (GB and 
NL) who formed the atlantic wing (and 
still do); who want to have an US affected 
and friendly policy and secondly there’s 



the european wing (FRG’and'FR) who 
want to be more independant of the US, to 
be able to build Europe into a separated 
military (pol. and econ.) wo rld pow er. 

- 13T 'It ‘ 
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is focussed on the image of the allmighty 

America, which surely helps to forget 
about the mess at home (millions of star¬ 
ving and homeless people, racism, sexism 
and so on). 

This agressive foreign policy is above all 
pointed at the countries of the so called 
third world, which is shown clearly by the 
long list of threats which mostly ended in 
military interventions. 

List of larger military interventions 
from the USA after the second world war 
up till 1980 (215 time the US sended out 
troops, in one way or another). 

On a smaller base this policy also points 
against US-allies, because of the US lea¬ 
ding position on military-technological 
domain. Th‘e US also used their unfighta- 
ble military dominance, by increasing the 
East-West confrontation, to enlarge their 
influence in west-european politics. This 


This crisis now seems to be- solved after 
the breakdown of the Warsaw pact. Obyi^ 
ously the european countries know (at least 
after the Gulf war), that the US will get it 
the way they want it in the NATO. The 
european countries now, try to establish a 
stronger european front within the NATO, | 
while they consider the possibility to ex¬ 
tend this front into an independant europe¬ 
an military power. At the spring-assembly 
of NATO-warministers (Defence Planning 
Committee) at the end of may ‘91 in 
Bruxelles, the Ministrial Guidance 1991, 
which contains the directives for the ag¬ 
gregated defence planning untill 1998, has 
been installed. The new strategical concept 
will function the coming seven years and 
is the successor of NATO’s most secret 
document; the General Defence Plan, 
which ceased to be operative since the 
third of October ‘90 (day of the german 
‘unification’ - colonization of the GD C 1<: 

more like it). 77 




One of the most concrete effects of this 
‘aggregated defence planning’ is the re¬ 
structuring of a big lumbering warmachine 
into a Rapid Reaction Force. In the wor¬ 
king-groups of the EC (above all the 
WEU, west european union ande the EPU, 
european political union) the plans for the 
RRF are invented, discussed and develop- 
ped. And the military defilade of ‘fort 
europe’ is developped together with the 
extending of the possibilities for military 
interventions in other parts of the world 
(f.cx. in Yugoslavia ?). The directives of 
the new military organisation of western 
european countries; the multinational RRF, 
are also formulated and put into action by 
three working-groups of the NATO. 
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The rapid NATO-army (RRF) is going to 
be under command of a british general, 
with headquarters in Germany. The UK is 
the only european country which has e- 
nough military resources to send heavy 
pantser-divisions to a war outside Europe. 
The british will supply two divisions; a 
light one (consisting of an air-brigade, a 
mechanised brigade and possibly marines) 
and a pantser-division (stationed in Germa¬ 
ny). A third division will be composed out 
of british, german, dutch and belgian units 
and a fourth one is going to be under 
Italian command. The US will supply air- 
support by means of helicopters amd at¬ 
tack-aircrafts with ’precision-weapons’, 
known from the Gulf-war. The present 
AMF (Ace Mobile Force) with 5000 peop¬ 
le will be integrated as Immediate Reaction 
Force (IRF) in the RRF, this IRF should 
be able to bring a brigade to a crisis-area 
within 75 hours. A new multinational 
planning-staff at SHAPE will prepare IRF 
and RRF, this will probably take 5 years. 
The new RRF-force will take a key-positi¬ 
on within a stripped NATO. The Yanks 
will pull back 60% of their troops from 
Europe (now 300.000 soldiers). In Europe 
they’ll keep one army-corps (now two), 
three or four squadrons (now eight) and a 
smaller sixth fleet in the mediteranean sea. 
The germans shrink from 595.000 to 
370.000 soldiers. The task of the new 
multinational NATO-force will be named; 
Joint Precision Interdiction, which means 
being able to strike further than the East- 
european country’s, into the depth of the 
hostile forces on the moment NATO regis¬ 
ters hostile troop movements. 


Three working-groups 

The now released plans arc the results of a 
heavily tug of war behind the screens. In 
juli ’90 a NATO-top in London decided to 
revise the NATO-stategy in the context of 
the falling apart of the Warsaw-pact. For 
this purpose three working-groups were 
established. The first one, consisting of the 
NATO ambassadors in Bruxelles, has to 
reformulate the political strategy (or the 
‘doctrine’) The second working-group of 
experts, under the leadership of Michael 
Legge (assistant secretary-general of the 
NATO for defence politics and -planning), 
has to work out a new strategical concept 
for the NATO. In the third working-group, 
the militaries of the Military Committee 
(the highest military organ of NATO) 
should work out the organizing consequen¬ 
ces, which results are now made known. 



matching strategy is invented. The milita¬ 
ries however, are in a hurry because of 
threatning economy measures on the natio¬ 
nal armies and the developping crises ine 
Eastern Europe. Especially between En¬ 
gland and Germany there’s been a lot of 
quarreling about the composition of com¬ 
mand structures of the RRF. The now 
found compromise on the amount of divisi¬ 
ons and commands, appears to be in fa¬ 
vour of the british. This seems to be a 
reward for loyal service during the Gulf 
war. 

The german objections have to do with the 
fear that, in future, England would with¬ 
draw troops from the RRF for their own 
foreign affairs, just when the NATO 
would be needing them most. A german 
command for the RRF however, is proble- 
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matic because of Bonn’s dependence of 
conscripts (compulsory military service) 
and the restrictions of the german constiti- 
on. The UK now will get the command 
over the new intervention forces. The 
british Rhine-army as a part of these for¬ 
ces will probably for a large part be paid 
out of the NATO fund (filled for a quarter 
by the Germans). In return for this, the 
British will be under pressure to take as 
new tank the german Leopard II, instead 
of the british Challenger II. Besides this, 
the germans are promised to get important 
positions in the headquarters. 

The Main-force. 

In the new set up the multinational charac¬ 
ter of the NATO land-forces will be incre¬ 
ased in the direction of what is already 
usual at the air-force and navy. Most of 
the eight new army corpses at the Central 
Front will be multinational, and will have 
two instead of three divisions. Besides the 
RRF, this applies as well for most of the 
seven corpses of the Main-force. Only in 
Potsdam, in the former GDR, an all ger¬ 
man corps will be established. The other 
corpses are going to be ; German/Danish 
(with circulating command), German/- 
Dutch/British (with the same british divisi¬ 
on which also takes part in the RRF), 
Dutch/German, German/American, Ameri- 
can/German/Canadese (two brigades) and 
Belgian (four br.igades)/American (one 
brigade offered)/German (one brigade 
offered). This classification is not totally 
final. Also it’s not quite clear what the 
multinational character will contain preci¬ 
sely. Probably there will be a corps-staff 
of a certain nationality with a liaisongroup 
of another nationality (an existing example 
is the VII US corps with the 12th german 
pantser division). 

Saceur and the Military Committee of the 
NATO are instructed to define also the 
organizing structure of air-force and navy 
of the RRF. 

Another possibly important result of the 
spring-meeting of the NATO, is that there 
will be an investigation on the NATO 
command structure and amongst others of 
an american should still be European 
NATO commander. According to secreta¬ 
ry-general Worner, the appointment of a 
European on this post is considered, but 
highly improbable. 


According to William Taft (american 
representative in the NATO), Washington 
wouldn’t disaprove of a European skeletal 
command for the NATO forces, which 
incidentally would operate under the auspi¬ 
ces of the WEU. In which case, according 
to Worner there should be concensus 
between all NATO members. 

Distribution of weapons; 

the so called decrease of conventional 

arms. 

Since nov.‘90 there’s a treaty on the de¬ 
crease of the amount of weapons in Euro¬ 
pe. The results of this treaty however, arc 
a lot different than the name includes. 

The Frankfurter Rundschau (10-7-‘91): 

‘By the passing (of heavy military materi¬ 
al) it should be avoided that a large a- 
mount of weapons will have to be destroy¬ 
ed.’ 

Turkey will get 1000 tanks and 600 pant- 
sered infantry vehicles from the USA and 
Germany. Besides the tanks the USA deli¬ 
vers 70 cannons (203 mm calibre). Greece 
should become 700 tanks from the USA, 
Germany and Holland, as well as 220 
pantsered infantry vehicles. Another 200 
of these vehicles , from Holland and the 
USA, will go to Norway, together with 90 
german leopard tanks. Denmark will get a 
100 german leopard tanks and 35 cannons 
from the US. For Spain 530 tanks and 100 
pantsered infantry vehicles are planned. 

Decrease ?????. 79 















DISCUSSION ABOUT ANTISEMITISM/ BRD 



Der Erlkonig lebt ! 

For the increase of antizionist traffic-security by night and storm 
(refering to a poem of Wolfgang Goethe) 


"Small Eagl©feather blows his nose lothy and said: "A discoverer never gives up. And I'll cope with the 
adverse winds." Then he took his diary, in which he enters all his discoveries and inventions, and wrote 
something. 

James looking over his shoulder asked: "What do qou write, Small Eaglefeather? I cannot read it." 

"I only enter my new discoveries. Do you want to hear them?" James nodded and small eaglefeather 
read to him: "My discovery at the try of flying around the world with air ballons: 1. An appletree can be 
very hindering at a journey around the world. 2. It is very hard to do the world a good turn, when a head 
wind blows." 

James Borg listened to him with big eyes. He thought for a while and then said: "I fear that you're right, 
Small Eaglefeather. Truly it's hard in the head wind." 

Christoph Hein 

(The Wild Horse under the Tiledstove) 


The political discussion in the last month were de¬ 
termined by an issue that isn't a new one, but one of 
permanent high explosive effect: The discussion 
about Antisemitism, Israel and the Left, about the 
relation of Antisemitism and Antizionism, a discus¬ 
sion, that -as we are even more convinced- is of 
central importance for our self-definition as a Left 
and for the development of revolutionary politics. 

No political force has renounced to define its position 
to the gulf-war with regard to the Nazi-Fascism and 
the relation to Israel. When the year long armament - 
buinesses with the Iraq had to suffer a war-caused 
interruption, the German armament-industries were 
seized by the bad consience about the deals they 
had done a few decades ago: as acompensition (for 
their bad conscience- and also, very favorible, for 
the business-losses with the iraq!) they wanted to 
deliver as quick as possible as many as possible 
weapons to israel. The bourgeois parties unani¬ 


mously discovered that the prohibition of inter¬ 
national military operations, which has been inflicted 
after two world-wars started by germany, is hin¬ 
dering for living the responsibility for the victims of 
the last war fully. These enlightments were flanked 
by purified former lefts who recognized with the tak¬ 
ing of some intellectual pains the reincarnation of the 
fascist demon of the own part in the actual foe in the 
middle-east where by the slaughter of iraq was sup¬ 
posed to become one hit for two flies: the actual 
carrying through of the same old imperialists inte¬ 
rests, their moral justification, and the definitive 
execution of the own old guilt by imaginating them 
on the new victims. In the meantime that part of the 
Left, which is in the last time at variance with on one 
hand trying to feel comfortable in the system and on 
the other hand not giving up the critical claims, has 
discovered the real Antisemitism exactly where the 
own bad conscience is still at work: in the radical 
Left. 


8@ 



The special variant in Freiburg of this development 
we got known to only recently, when we got a bro¬ 


chure with the title: "Radio Dreyeckland: anticapita¬ 
list, antiimperialist, antisexist - now antisemitic, too?" 
(We will call it in the following, very reckless, but for 
the simplicity, the ISF-brochure.), together with a 
"text-collection/documentation" under the title 
"Antizionism = Antisemitsm?" in which several texts 
and contributions are to read to which the discussion 
refers. 

As we can take it from these two brochures it about 
the followings in march 1991 RDL broadcasted some 
discussions about the part of israel in the gulf-war 
and about the relation of the Left to Israel. In the first 
broadcast a physicist from Freiburg named Helmut 
Spehl appeard as a "historian" and an "expert on 
Israel" who's critique on Israel showed up as clearly 
antisemite. The pre-history of his invitation is, that 
the middle-east-group of Freiburg mentioned one 
book of Helmut Spehl as a mention of sorces used 
in the footnote of a flyer. This hint was, (without 
knowing the book itself), taken from a text published 
in 1983 by Mario Offenberg, an antizionist jew, who 
quotes some sentences from Spehl's book in his text 
"thoughts about politics and history of Antisemitsm in 
Germany". 


The turning up of an antisemite in the left discussion 
about Israel has naturally led to vehement disputs in 
which the question of the relation between Anti-se- 
mitism and Antizionism has reached a bad urgency. 
As a consequence of this incident a cataloque of 
demands has been risen,.which, for exaple, calls in 
the right of exist for Israel as a foundation of left 
politics. In addition the reproch is raised in the ISF- 
brochure that Antizionism is nothing but masked left 
Antisemitism and the whole radical Left is stuctured 
antisemite. Although we certainly know only a part of 
the discussion in Freiburg with this two brochures, 
we like to contribute some considerations. We think 
that the discussion doesn't concern a special prob¬ 
lem of Freiburg, but one that has a general impor¬ 
tance for the antizionist solidarity with Palestine and 
for the development of revolutionary politics in generall. 




I 

We don't want to relate more than necessary to fun¬ 
damental attacks against the Left as they are carried 
forward by the group around the ISF, the overall re¬ 
proach of Antisemitism against each criticism against 
Israel. The aim of their attacks seems for us to lie 
more in a turning away from the Left then in the 
need for the abolishing of the social causes of Anti¬ 
semitism. We think it's more important to deal with 
our own politics, with the politics of the radical and 
revolutionary Left, with the solidarity with Palestine 
and with the in this rows arisen cause for the re¬ 
newed reproaches of Antisemitism against the Left. 
In January '91 we have written in our contribution 
"the definition of freedom is the theory of history and 
vice versa": 

"Nevertheless we have to state that in the soli¬ 
darity-campaign with Palestine and the revolu¬ 
tionary and antiimperialist Left in general the 
exact discussion about Antisemitism is happening 
only seldomly and doesn't meet the specific re¬ 
sponsibility with it connected. The more we are 
engaged with this, the more we are convinced 
that these questions have a big importance for 
the constitution of revolutionary politics. But this 
'blind spot' isn't only a fundamental shortcoming, 
beyond this it has also led to serious mistakes - 
mistakes that never should have happened." 

The invitation of the antisemite Spehl for a discus¬ 
sion about the relation between the Left and Israel 
was a mistake that never should have happened. 
This had to be said clearly at the beginning. And we 
consider a corresponding unrestricted and relentless 
self-criticism of the comrades in Frefcurg as abso¬ 
lutely necessary. Indeed, a manusscript for a RDL 
broad-cast on the 15.5.91 is printed in the text- 
collection, but the manner, how the history of the 
invitation, the condidence in mentions of sources 
used in un-suspected texts is stated at full length, 
doesn't get rid of the smack of a search for an apol¬ 
ogy. Such a hesitation isn't helpful to the working out 
of a clear and unmistakable revoutionary position, 
but on the contrary. Because even in this self-criti¬ 
cising contribution the mistakes unfortunately contin¬ 
ue. Refering to Spehl's utterances about, for exam¬ 
ple, "the jewish cadging machine" it is rightly stated: 

"Such declarations clearly follow antisemite ster¬ 
eotypes." 

But the directly following sentence runs: 

"Spehl does not only veil the areal development of 
Zionist theory and practice - he wraps necessary 
antizionist criticism with reactionary attachments." 

Forgive us the coarseness among comrades, but 
this is really the absolute dangerous nonsense we 
would have expected in texts like the ISF-brochure. 
Antizionism, i.e. left criticism on the ruling ideology of 
the israeli settler colonialism, is the fundamental op¬ 
posite of antisemite stereotyps and antisemite men¬ 
tality, or it is really masked Antisemitism. If some¬ 
thing can get a rascist or antisemite character by 
"reactionary attachment", than this character has 

82 


been in it allready before. No justified, i.e. left, 
criticism can be turned to the opposite by any 
"attachments". 

Consequently, the one, who has the position that 
Antizionism just isn't masked Antisemitism, absolu¬ 
tely mustn't make such mistake, especially in a self- 
criticism concering this question. This really bad 
mistakes and especially their obstinate repetition 
make solidar criticism with all sharpness necessary 
and they show the undenyable importance of per¬ 
manent self-criticising reflection. 

Made mistakes cannot be made undone. They can 
only be overcome by unlimited self-criticism and 
relentless search for the causes. Mistakes cannot be 
avoided entinely, in such a sense they are even a 
fundamental element of the development of sill prac¬ 
tice, consequently also and more than ever of revo¬ 
lutionary politics. But they are only, when we take 
them as a reason for learning, for the removal of 
their causes, for the overcoming of the weak points 
and for the development. 

The events show that in this point is a very important 
issue with very much work for the whole Left: It 
lacks the serious discussion of Antisemitism, the 
knowledge of its various historical foundations, its 
inner structure. To this we have to set as with all 
frankness, even tough it is hand in face of the 
attacks of the ruling classes, to which the politically 
aimed attacks of the established left are added. But 
we can only take these attacks the effect, they have 
at the moment, if we set ourselves to our own weak 
points and work on their removal. In contrast to this, 
the try to refer to sporatic contribution of the radical 
Left about Antisemitism would only withdraw as the 
ground that we urgently have to conquer. 

ii 

To make it clearer what we mean, we want to refer 
a bit to the development of our own work about this 
questions. 

In the end of 1989, while we all, the whole Left, were 
overrun by the development in the GDR and by the 
breakdown of the "real-existing socialist" states, a 
change appeared in outlines in the Sovietunion 
which threatened to became a fundamental danger 
for the Intifada (and with which as a help the 
government (original:regime) since is vehemently 
urging on the annexation of the in '67 occupated 
regions): The vehement immigration of soviet jews in 
Israel. 

The dimension and the importance of this develop¬ 
ment was for the present only recognized by com¬ 
rades who strove for rise the conscience about the 
threat for the Palestinians based on the gigantic 
immigrationwave (in Germany is this term normally 
used by the racist for the representation of emmi- 
grants; note of the translator). But because they for 
the present confined the representation to the Zionist 
interests for immigration in course numbers, a ten- 



dancy originates to recognize the jewish emmigrants 
from the Sovietunion only as the function that the 
government of Israel has thought out for them: As 
potential settlers and mercenaries. To meet the 
danger that the soviet emigrants so show up as the 
actual evil that has to be fought, we have written a 
"Contribution for the discussion about the Zionist 
Immigrationpolicy" for the CongreB about Palestine, 
happening in March 1990 in Hamburg. There we 
have tried to point out both the growing Antisemitism 
as the cause for emigration and the fact that these 
people fleeing in front of a vehement threat are 
made a maneuverable multitude for the enforcement 
of the Zionist aims by the colloboration of imperialist 
interests; and we have tried to point out starting 
points for political initiatives on this background. Also 
this contribution originates from contradictions, from 
the recognition of own deficiences and insuffiencies 
of this contribution. Because they are concerning a 
general problem we want to figure the shortly out 
and correct them - especially because this text is 
again documentated. For the characterisation of the 
Zionist immigration-policy we have, among other 
things, written: 

"... an ill-famed example is the Ha'avare-Conven- 
tion between Zionist organisations and Nazi- 
Germany that enables rich jews to emigrate and 
to transfer their property. Whilest the poor majo¬ 
rity of jews was left to its fate, exactly the 
Zionists made it possible for the German capital 
to conquer a new exportation market. The still by 
the World-Economy-Crises weakened economy 
of Nazi-Germany profited on this deal just as the 
Zionists whose expulsion-policy in Palestine 
reveived so the urgently needed supply of people 
and capital. Exactly the Zionist so made from the 
first boycott of Nazi-Germany imposssible." 

Concerning this passage Ingrid Strobl has written the 
following criticism to us: 

" This isn't right. The first thing: The NS-economy 
wasn't weakened,and the -in comparison- bit of 
money that was raised with this deal, stands no 
comparison with the profits of the NS-economy 
and NS-state had cashed by forced-Aryanisa- 
tions and the forced emigration-taxes. The se¬ 
cond thing: No state in the world had ever the 
plan to boycott NS-Germany. Sure enough not 
at all for the sake of the jews! On the conference 
of Evian (AFTER the proclamation of the race- 
laws, AFTER the happened Aryanisation etc.) it 
was deceided that each of the participations sta¬ 
tes (europeen ones and the USA etc.) receive in 
each case only a tiny quote of jewish refugees 
and this only consisting of people with MONEY 
(...) 

The other states were only in so far troubled by 
the German jews-policy, as they feared that 
jewish refugees could "stream" in their own 
countries. The Appeasement-policy had the pur¬ 
pose to prevent the war at all costs, the 


Nazis could do everything they wanted to in Ger¬ 
many, Austria, Czechoslovakia, as long as they 
left France and England rest in peace... The USA 
anyhow didn't feel threatened (besides, as it has 
been said, by the jewish refugees). 

If one is accusing the Zionists that they had pre¬ 
vented a boycott-policy against Germany, one is 
searching the wrong blameables." 

This criticsm is right. And it has scared us conside¬ 
ring it unemotional. Because even without the exact 
knowledge it should be clear for all of us, for all the 
Left, that non of the imperialist states could have 
had interest in boycotting the imperialist Nazi-Ger¬ 
many because of its fascist and racist policy. For 
what reason. At best the future imperialist competi¬ 
tion of a grown mighty Germany was felt threatening 
- and the reaction thereupon first of all was "Ap¬ 
peasement", not perhaps boycott. 

The exemplary reference on the Ha'avare-Conven- 
tion (Convention on transfer) and the mention of a 
"boycott" in this contxt is in the last time often 
floating through a multitude of contribution on the 
theme. Our formulation was the result of what has 
deposited itself in our minds out of different hints, 
mentions and half-informations, because it seams to 
fit well in the argument. This criticism has caused us 
to search for the origin and the actual background of 
the ominous 'boycott'. We want to outline the result, 
because it points at a fundamental problem and be¬ 
cause the boycot-assertion is floating furtheron 
through the scene. So also in the script of the RDL- 
broadcast of the 15.5., where it is written on page 8: 
"...for that reason Zionist organisations also broke 
through the economical boycott the western sta¬ 
tes imposed on Germany." 

Factually it was as, that different jewish organisa¬ 
tions outside Germany demanded a boycott against 
Germany. It was therefore about a political protest of 
jews against Nazi-Germany. The whole discussion 
about that was only happening in jewish circles. The 
Zionist organisation, which in the beginning of the 
Thirties had reached a considerable influence in 
comparison with the non-zionist forces for example 
in the USA, didn't make the demand of a boycott 
their own, wherby the boycott reached only a very 
limited polical propaganda. 

To find this out has made us V6ry affected (org. "be- 
troffen) (and "betroffen"/affected in this case is the 
right word in spite of its bad smack because of all 
kinds of fashions of "Betroffenheit"/being affected). 
For the thoughtless wrong assertions of an osten¬ 
sible economical boycott against Nazi-Germany are 
suitable for spreading a absolutely wrong picture of 
the imperialist interests and the imperialist constel¬ 
lations of that time. But in addition they testify of a 
dangerous un-sensitiveness of our dealing with an- 
tizionist criticism with further reaching consequences. 
For it is a big difference in who is reproaching the 
Zionist with the nonobservance of this jewish boycott. 
Whether it is jews, therefore victims of the antisemite 
persecution, who address the reproach to jewish 
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forces, from whom only they could expect help and 
support - and that not only because the Zionist 
themselves claimed the representation of the jewish 
interests, but above all because there was nobody 
else, help from non-jews could in any case not be 
expected - whether jews reproach the Zionist forces 
that they didn't support them corresponding to the 
possibilities; or whether we make the reproach our 
own. For it doesn't suit us to criticize jewish forces, 
irrespective of how reactionary and colonialistic 
minded they might be, that they didn't give enough 
support to jews in Germany. Then it suits us at best 
us to examine the relations of the left parties and 
organisations to Antisemitism. As a Left we have the 
duty to criticize and attack the oppressing policy of 
Israel, but concerning the approach of lacking sup¬ 
port for the jewish victims of the Nazi-Fascism we 
cannot simply copy the position of the survivors and 
their descendants. In this already originates the dis¬ 
tortion which pursues later magnified. This it is to be 
read absolutely unmistakable in the text of Mario 
Offenberg who criticizes the Zionist policy as jew and 
the whole discussion in freiburg is refering to: 

"While goods "Made in Germany" were flicted 
boycott on in all parts of world, where jews lived, 
they were free to be imported and obtainable in 
Palestine." (Underlining by us) 

Although it is repeatedly quoted from this text it has 
not been noticed that Offenberg there speaks of a 
jewish boycott while in the broadcast the talk is 
about an economical boycott of the imperialist sta¬ 
tes. 

But such formulations are not only wrong, but they 
are also drawing far-reaching dangerous conse¬ 
quences after them. For at the end they construct a 
opposition between the western imperialist states on 
the one hand and the Nazi-Fascism on the other 
hand that has never existed in this form. On the one 
hand the ideology of legitimation of the FRG is 
pandered which uses the close leaning on the USA 
as a "prove" for the ostensible fundamental change 
after 1945. While the interests and aims of the 
western imperialist states therupon appear as quali¬ 
tatively different, as somehow "better"; on the other 
hand the Zionism is characterized as being of equal 
birth with the Nazi-Fascism. 

If such gross distortions of the historical realtiy creep 
in, how we had to recognize it because of the criti¬ 
cism on the cited passage of our contribution of that 
time, we have to inquire them more exactly on their 
origins. Especially, if it is, as in this case, not an 
isolated inaccuracy, but a widespreat wrong repre¬ 
sentation which heeps even, when text with the right 
representation of the case become a often quoted 
source of supply. This question can be followed on 
another passage of the RDL-contribution of May,15.. 
There the contribution of the Middle-East-Group of 
Freiburg from 1988 is shortly summed up, which 
contains the disastrous mention of sources used of 
Spehl's book. The contribution contradicts a position 
which characterize the Zionism as the "jewish free¬ 
dom-movement" and consequently insults any criti¬ 


cism on Zionism a antisemite . In the script it is 
signified (p.2): 

"This contribution of the Middle-East-Group in¬ 
tended to reply to this appraisal. Fascism cannot 
be reduced to Antisemitism - it is lacking the 
strategical and economical dimensions of the 
NS-Fascism. In addition it is overlooking the 
"ideological congeniality" of the Antisemitism of 
the NS-Fascism and the Zionism, although it is 
existing. To outline this ideological congeniality 
examples were mentioned: 

- the organized emigration of jewish people to 
Palestine which was in the interest of the Zionist 
idea, but also in the interest of fascist efforts 
before 1941. 

Profiteur of this emigration was the fascist state 
of the Nationalsocialism. The Zionist leaders 
sanctioned these relations, with this they boy¬ 
cotted even the international isolation of the NS- 
Fascism." 

That such an international isolation of the NS-Fa¬ 
scism is entirely out of question, that the reproach, 
that the Zionists have broken this through, is there¬ 
upon without support and unfounded, we have al¬ 
ready found out. In the quoted passage it is now 
getting clear, how more and more distortion and bad 
mistakes originate in the overdoing of the accusing 
reproach. This wrong assertion of a international 
isolation of the Nazi-Fascism broken through by the 
Zionists is namely said to prove that an "ideological 
congeniality of the Antisemitism of the NS-Fascism 
and the Zionism" is existing. But the Antisemitism of 
the Nazi-Fascism is the Shoa, is the extermination, 
the factorized organized mass murder, is the indus¬ 
trial exploitation of the corpses of the murdered, 
reaching from the golden fillings, the hair to the 
bones - without even speaking about the experi¬ 
ments on human beings of ones like Mengele. 

To this there is no equivalent, and we as the Left 
have first of all the duty and oligation to handle this 
history correctly, responsiblety and exactly. 

We have to fight the colonialist oppression and ex¬ 
ploitation of the Palestinens, the racist expulsion- 
war of the Zionist army, as we have the duty to fight 
all structures of oppression. But the equating of the 
Zionist oppression with the Shoa is a intolerable 
playing down of the Nazi-crimes. A playing down 
which in addition encourages the powers who are 
now trying to equate the stalinist policy of the 
Sovietunion with the Nazi-Fascism. Also this distor¬ 
tion, that is gross and fatal to such a degree, came 
about by a seemingly small inaccuracy. The asser¬ 
tion is taking pattern from the text of Mario 
Offenberg who is examaning 

"...far-reaching understanding between Zionism 
and Antisemitism, caused by the hindred ideolo¬ 
gical starting-points." 

But this concerns the Antisemitism in general and 
not at all the specific nazistic form, the Shoa. As it is 
also correctly represented and quoted in the script of 
the broadcast immediately after this monstrous sta¬ 
tement, Offenberg distinguishes two fundamentally 
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different attitudes towards Antisemitism. One that 
grasping Antisemitism as a social phenomenon and 
comes consequently to the opinion: 

"The fight against the foundations of Antisemitism 
and similar phenomenons is ingenious and it has 
to be waged." 

And another that is grasping Antisemitsm as ever¬ 
lasting and unchangable human quality and conse¬ 
quently can see a solution only in a seperation of 
jews and non-jews. Here Offenberg says that this 
opinion is characteristic 

"...of both Antisemitsm and Zionism. The diffe¬ 
rence is only that the Zionism is calling upon the 
jews to leave the "non-jewish" nations by them¬ 
selves, while the Antisemitism is planinly calling 
upon to throw them out." 

This representation is as short as to the point. But it 
has nothing to do with a pretended ideological con¬ 
geniality of Zionism and the nazifascist annihilation 
of millions of jews. 

Also in this point the disastrous inaccuracy is inter- 
weaved with the same unsensitiveness we have al¬ 
ready found out above. For even if it is about the 
question of structural continuities until today of the 
Nazi-Fascism, there is a big difference, whether the 
question is raised by the survivors and desandants 
of the victims or by us. Also in this point we cannot, 
without further ado, make the position of left jews 
our own. Our criticism of Israel is motivated by the 
colnialistic settlement-policy, by the racist expulsion, 
by the function of Israel as a imperialist brigdehead 
in the Three Continents (Africa, Asia, Latin-Ameri- 
ca). But if it is about structured continuities until 
today of the Nazi-Fascim, then we have to discuss 
the Facism and Antisemitism existing in the society 
of the perpetrators, the patriarchic, racist, sexist 
structures existing in our own rows. 

The now realized problem of the distortion of histori¬ 
cal events, and, connected to it, the correct compre¬ 
hension of the character of the Nazi-Fascism of the 
Zionism is therefore a crucial point for the self- 
criticising discussion, we have to do urgently, be¬ 
cause exactly at this point mistakes are made, which 
never should have happened. For example as the 
mistake which has lead to the row in Freiburg: It is 
exactly this distorted assertion, which is proved with 
the hint on Spehl. The weakpoint therefore lies in 
this distortions, where the necessary antizionist 
criticism becomes so out of focus that it can become 
an open door for antisemite demagogy. 

With a conscience sharpened by the subsequent re¬ 
flection of the dangers, the antisemite character of 
the cited remarks of Spehl is directly striking the eye. 
Even the Spehl-quotes used by Offenberg are no 
more usable for the historical correct representation 
of the connections of which we have now outlined 
the fundamentals. 

until now we have examined the mistakes on their 
origins and have found underlying weakpoints of the 
arguing. Now we have to ask ourselves how it could 
come down to this. How do such weakpoints deve¬ 
lop, how comes it that such historical inaccuracy and 


distortions can keep for so a long time, how comes 
it that they can have consequenzes which do go 
much wider than mistakes in concrete details of the 
representation? 

m 

When we have asked ourselves these questions, we 
stumbled on facts that are part of the very general 
deficiencies and weakpoints of radical left politics, 
which show up in many topics - this also in the dis¬ 
cussion about Antizionism and Antisemitism. 

The first thing that strikes the terrified eye is the 
general lack of historical knowledge, especially the 
ignorance of the history of the Nazi-Fascism. The 
discussion about it restricts itself mostly to only 
superficial references on isolated known facts, while 
there is a wide-spread ignorance of the character of 
the NS-system and the fascism in general. 

On the one hand this of course expresses the often 
deplored a-historyness of the Left (original: "Ge- 
schichtslosigkeit der Unken"), which has not at last, 
also to do with the fact, that after the smashing and 
annihilation of the workersmovement by the nazis 
there have been only rare personnel continuities in 
left and revolutionary politics, that the movement in 
many cases is a "youth-movement" and older gene¬ 
rations for the most part have integrated themselves 
into the system. 

On the other hand the ruling mendacious way how 
to deal with the history of the Nationalsozialism has 
a lot to do with it, the try to use especially the 
reference to the Fascism for the legitimation of the 
FRG-system. The constantly returning official com¬ 
memorative and contemplative events causing dis¬ 
gust with their mendacity, already the compulsory 
exercise in school which should vaccinate us all with 
the right democratic nausea of the NS-evils, all this 
leads to a defence against the more exact discus¬ 
sion of Fascism. In any case we have discovered 
this by a self-criticising examination of ourselves: 
The profound occupation of NS-history unspoken 
appears as a terrain of the ruling classes. A factor 
rooted in the Left is added to this wrong reflex on 
the recognizing of the mendacity in the dealing with 
history: The grasping of the Nazifascism is often 
marked by a setting a "nation", comprehended as 
victim, against the fascist ruling classes. An inter¬ 
pretation at least very convenient, which cannot be 
uphold as gross after a profound discussion of the 
historical reality of the massfoundation of the fascist 
policy existing just also in the nation. It was the 
mendacious "But we didn't know anything" of all the 
small and less small Nazis, of the hundrets of thou¬ 
sands accessories, trimmers and accomplices, 
against which the reproach of the "collective guilt" 
(original: "Kollektivschuld") was pointed at. The new 
old ruling class knew how to use this reproach 
quickly and skillfully for their own exoneration, for the 
distortion of the existance of classes, for the hiding 
of the real profiteurs, for the personnel and structural 
continuities. When we fight this propagandist exploi¬ 
tation of the term "collective guilt", we must not for- 
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get, or even wipe out, its origin. To fight this pro¬ 
paganda, to break through this mendacity and to 
make clear its true character, the intensive and 
accurate occupation of history and especially of the 
history of National-Socialism has to become the 
foundation of all political work for us. We got 
conscious of the alarming proportions of this defi¬ 
ciency and its great importance only during the time 
in jail; in a situation we were torn out of the left 
normal every day's routine and the permanent dis¬ 
cussions and had, inevitably, more time to think 
about definitions and foundations of radical politics. 

If we therefore raise such demands and emphasize 
the central importance of a deepened discussion of 
the Nazi-Fascism, then these are conclusions out of 
our own faults and deficiencies and the consequen¬ 
ces we ourselves have drawn from them. But we 
don't think they are an individual problem of the 
three of us, but an expression of general necessity. 

A second and with this connected reason of these 
weakpoints shows up in the fact that there is the 
widespread tendency to mark it, that we fight 
against, fascist and to explain our fight with this, also 
in other shares than Antizionism. A tendency which 
was criticized by comrades also in several parts of 
our declaration in our trial. During the discussion of 
this criticism we got aware of the expression of a 
deep ignorance of Imperialism in this tendencies. 
Although we know fundamtentally that Capitalism 
and Inperialism are the fundamental structure we 
have to fight against for their overcoming; although 
we therefore call ourselves anti-imperialistic, al¬ 
though there is a basical consensus at a certain 
level that Fascism is a certain phenomenon of Capi¬ 
talism - a figure that the bourgoise society assumes, 
with a certain necessity, if certain historical condition 
are existing, although the conscience of the fact that 
the FRG is built upon the continuously existing fun¬ 
damental structures which had assumed the fascist 
grimace not very long ago, is a part of the founda¬ 
tions of the left identity, altough we know all these 
things, we all tent to mark it that we fight against, 
fascist. This marking is always the try to bring the 
real mean character as exactly as possible to the 
point, although we know that the essence of the 
things we mean, is the capitalist and imperialist 
structure. By often changing for mistake reason and 
effect, a certain historical phenomenon and the 
structural core, we are easily contributing to the 
mistaking of the present ruling conditions. This often 
brings about that our politics factual stick fast to 
want to tear the mask of the ruling class' face, 
hoping that the then exhibited fascist grimace will 
cause a mobilisation of protest - even if we all 
verbally reject this definition. 

Against the better knowledge a tendency is existing 
in all the history of the radical Left to repoach the 
ruling class with the practice of a more or less open 
state of martial law, instead of defining our politics 
proceeding from the fact that the imperialist normal 
condition is the true catastrophe. 

This weak point is caused for big part by the real 


impenetrability of the ruling structures; that the 
majority does apparently not perceive exploitation 
and oppression. But the try that is involved in all 
fields of radical left politics, to break through this with 
the unmasking of the fascist character of the ruling 
class, with the hint on the malice and meanness of 
individual rulers who in reality are nothing but ex¬ 
changeable character-masks (original: Charakter- 
maske, german term to characterize a person who 
exists to perform a function for the system), this try 
again and again fails on our feet. Already when it is 
replyed that for all that there are important differen¬ 
ces between the practice of the today ruling class 
and that, what was the specific of the Nazi-Fascism. 

In this point a fundamental weak point of radical left 
politics is getting clear: Our definition is above all 
persisting in the negation, in the delimitation of the 
ruling class, in the unmasking of its mean plans and 
practices, in the anti—definition. The most part of our 
political work is limited on the analysis of the pigs, 
instead of working on the contents of our own ideas, 
aims and 'moral' standards. Consequently our starts 
often relapse into the trial to cause indignation by 
uncovering that again and again hits the same limits 
and can never compensate the mobilisation by the 
conveying of own conceptions of aims and 'moral' 
standards, own positively defined contents. Finally 
this weakpoint results in the often wearing out and 
much power absorbing discussions within the Left, 
where we use a big part of important energys for the 
quarrels mutally, where we search the definition of 
the own position by the delimitation against others 
instead of an own definition of contents. The stump- 
ling over these deficiency has often led to the trial to 
fill them by refering to the own needs. But the fixa¬ 
tion on the subjectiv state of needs and emotions, 
thus put in the focus of attention, is shortened, it 
cannot fill the deficiency, but has often more led to a 
self-exclusion. Instead of overcoming theone-side- 
ness that is in the pure delimitation of the system, it 
has often strengthened the delimitation against all 
that do not share our subjective needs at the mo¬ 
ment, by the adding of the delimitation against the 
"Normalos", the "Squares", the "Zombies of the Me¬ 
tropolis". 

At any rate, to state and to criticise doesn't mean to 
have already surmount it. As all do, we also have to 
struggle with these weakpoints naturally have no 
easy and quick answers to the question of the posi¬ 
tive definition of contents. We only know that it is not 
a priority to picture a concrete Utopia, fantastic mo¬ 
dels of a society, but to define and formulate aims, 
to impart 'moral' standards that differ from the ones 
of the system. The aura, the explosive effect of the 
revolutionary movement lies in the end in its moral 
superiority. Our task is not only to conquer it, but 
also to impart it comprehensively. Formulated in this 
generality, these are only questions, no answers. But 
we think that the open articulation of these questions 
is necessary to find the direction of our further work 
and set focal points, that can contribute to the over¬ 
coming of the generally stated crisis of the Left at 
the moment. 
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IV 

To return again to the subject, after this short hint at 
general deficiencies of radical left politics, to the 
discussion about Antisemitism and Antizionism: As 
generally, it is also in this point necessary to make 
the self-criticism openly and mercilessly. Only in this 
way we can acquire the sovereignty to oppose the 
attacks out of the camp of the established Left, only 
in this way we can gain the credibility for all those 
who do still not have a firm point of view, who 
search for starting points out of the knowledge about 
the depravity of the system and because of the need 
for a responsible way of dealing with the history of 
the Nazi-crimes are open for the maneuvers of the 
established Left. 

What we above have stated in general for the rela¬ 
tion of Imperialism and Nazi-Fascism is also valid in 
paricular for our way of dealing with Zionism. Zio¬ 
nism is a particular form of Imperialism, it expresses 
the fundamental imperialist structures of Racism, 
colonialistic expolitation and oppression in specific 
way; because of its front position in the imperialist 
system in a enhanced form. The Nazi-Fascism also 
was a specific expression of the fundamental impe¬ 
rialist structures, but in totally different historical 
conditions, in a not comparable international envi¬ 
ronment, out of a totally different position in the 
imperialist system. And above all the specific nazi- 
fascist form of expression of Racism, colononial 
exploitation and military expansion is different from 
the Zionist. In common they have the fundamental 
imperialist structures and their more open, in 
comparison with the main imperialist states, expres¬ 
sion. But the concrete ways of expression are dif¬ 
ferent. 

With the formation of the national states in Europe, 
of the bourgeoise-capitalist society, the "modern" 
racist Antisemitism developed. Whereas the bour- 
geoise revolution, the enlightenment helped that the 
religiously founded Anti-Judaism lost importance 
and the bourgeoise term of emancipation at the mo¬ 
ment made the assimilation of jews possible, the 
soon being felt contradictions in the bourgeoise 
society demanded new pictures of enemies (original: 
"Feindbilder"). This structural part of bourgeoise 
society in the end was expressed in Germany in an 
extreme form in the Nazi-Fascism and in the Shoa. 
The Zionism orginated as a reaction to the Antise- 
mitsm produced by the capitalist national-states - 
but as a reaction which stayed within the same 
bourgeoise-nationalist structures. If we want to 
describe this connection correctley we have to 
emphazize th common bourgeoise-capitalist origins 
which are the structures of Imperialism, we must not 
equate the two different ways of expression. 

There is a connection between the Nazi-Fascism 
and the succeeding of the Zionism, being until the 
early Thirties worldwide a minor wing and without 
influence. But it lies in that for many jews the 
Zionism seemed to be the only conter-power, the 
only way-out, after the unimaginable dimension of 
the fascist crimes. 


The tendency of Fascisisation is inherent in all im¬ 
perialist states, a special community of Zionism and 
Nazi-Fascism in difference to other imperialist states 
can not and must not be maintained. Because such 
a statement does not only veil the character of Im¬ 
perialism, it does not only encourage the equation of 
Stalinism and Fascism, but beyond it represents ac¬ 
tually a door of incidence for the undecidedness op¬ 
posite antisemite propaganda. 

Therefore we take the claim that analogies between 
Nazi-Fascism and Zionism must not be made, to be 
legitimate and political imperative. But this is the only 
of the in the discussion in Freiburg raised demands, 
that we take to be correct. On the background of our 
reflections we also shortly want to give our opinion 
on the other demands. 

So it is also demanded that larael must not be 
shown off in criticisms on the conditions in the Mid¬ 
dle East. We take this demand to be wrong, becau¬ 
se Israel is the imperialist outpart in the region, in 
the confrontation with Israel all other problems are 
overlapping. That of course does not mean that Is¬ 
rael is the cause for all antagonisms in this region, 
but the central position of Israel is to be named ac¬ 
cording to the facts. Nevertheless always in the way 
that Zionism is represented as a special form of ap¬ 
pearance of imperialist rule, for which the central 
couse is the imperialist world-economy. 

In opposition to the demand that the term of Anti¬ 
zionism must not be used anymore, we think it is 
necessary to keep it. But with the unconditional 
obligation to use it very carefully after all the 
disastrous inaccuracis and mistakes. Antizionism 
must not be confounded with Antifascism, but it 
refers to the specific structure of rule of the state 
Israel. Just as the Anti-Apartheid-Struggle names 
the specific struggle against the conditions of rule of 
the imperialist South Africa, the term of Antizionism 
has a political right. But it is connected with the 
obligation for us to work out the definition of the 
contents of Antizionism as clearly and unequivocal, 
that any confusion with Antisemitism and with the 
"antizionist" encased neo-fascist Antisemitism is 
excluded. That there are deficiencies that have to be 
urgently overcome, that has unfortunately shown up. 
The realization that the discussion of Patriarchy, of 
sexist structures, is an unalterable presupposition of 
left politics, has asserted itself generally in the last 
years, at least it is no more contradicted. That this 
realization is mostly reflected in slogan - like added 
lip-services, while a real more exact discussion is 
still lacking, is still a justified part of feminist criticism. 
Likewise in our opinion it is the case in the discus¬ 
sion of Antisemitsm - which besides is closely con¬ 
nected with other patriarchic structures. 

Finally the acknowledgement of a right of existance 
for the state of Israel is demanded. That can not be¬ 
long to the foundations of left politics in our opinion. 
The state of Israel is based on racist oppression and 
expulsion, on colonialist settlement and military ex¬ 
pansion, it cannot be seperated from this structures. 
This in the end are expressions of the bourgeoise- 
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capitalist character that this state has in common 
with all imperialist states, a right to it cannot be 
acknowledged by us nowhere in the world. In the 
opposite we have the duty to criticize all oppressing 
conditions. That means to fight those that concern 
us directly, and it means to be solidar concretely and 
practically with all progressive forces that fight 
oppression they are suffering themselves. But this 
fundamental solidarity has to go together with a 
retention concerning proposals of solutions and the 
definition of aims. The definition of stages and aims 
always is the task of directly concerned and them¬ 
selves struggling people. We have to define the 
steps and aims of the struggles here and we obvi¬ 
ously have to give our opinion on the politics of the 
liberation movements. Concerning Palestine this 
means, that we - for example - have to question 
critically the conception of a so-called Two-States- 
Solution on its consequences, its possibilities, its 
points. But just as it does not suit us to want to fix 
any might of existance of any state from our place, 
it does not suit us to propagate concrete proposals 
for solutions that reach beyond the definitions of the 
liberation-movement, repectively its most progres¬ 
sive forces. That is fundamentally valid for our 
relation to all liberation movements, consequently 
also to the Palestinian liberation struggle. 


Ingrid Stobl writes about that: 

"The actual situation in the so-called Middle East 
is complicated and inconsistent. Israel is both a 
place for refuge for historically and currently 
pursued jews and, in the words of the israeli psy- 
choanalytist Aron Ronald Bodenheimer, an outpost 
of the North in the South. Today the victims are 
also perpetrators. A nation that has suffered per¬ 
secution and opression for 2000 years, that was 
almost completely wiped out in Europe, and that is 
still everywhere and at any time anew concerned 
or threatened by discrimination and persecution, 
has logically the need for security and it has the 
right for ist. That this legitimate claim shall be 
satisfied seeming by only at the cost of the Pales¬ 
tinians and that it is abused by the imperialists of 
the North and the national forces of the nation 
against the arab population - as sub-humans - is 
a tragic that only the concerned jewish and arab 
people - against the interests and the calculations 
of power of the Imperialism - can end. 

(taken from: "New Sub-Humans", Konkret 4/91) 


More sensitiveness in the dealing with the here 
represented contradictions is appearently generally 
necessary. Also for the side of the critics of the 
antizionist solidarity with Palestine. Because it 
testifies of advanced one-eyed-ness, when the de¬ 
fenders of a right of existance for the state of Israel 
prove their position with that the non-acknowledge¬ 
ment would in the end mean renewed expulsion for 
the jews in Israel - to add to this statement the 
argument, that the indifference towards concrete 
suffering is significant for Antisemitism. That the 
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fundamentally oppressing and expansionist character 
of the state of Israel can never be a peaceful and 
secured existance for jews, but only a life in a 
permanent state of war, to this we don't want to 
agree not at all at this point. In return the last 
statement, that indifference towards concrete suf¬ 
fering is characteristically for Antisemitism, taken on 
its own, is correct. But the, with it suggested, rever¬ 
sal consequenze isn't. Indifference towards concrete 
suffering isn't a specifically antisemite, but is charac- 
teriseally for all forms of Racism, Sexism, of patriar¬ 
chs mentality, of hermetic mentality, in short: of 
ruling mentality in all its appearances. 

Sensitiveness towards concrete human suffering is 
the central measure for left politics, for all of us. It is 
the core, with which we permanently have to com¬ 
pare our practice. 

Instead of a acknowledgement of a right of existance 
for states, it is about fighting for conditions that gua¬ 
rantee the right of existance and dignity for all hu¬ 
mans. This demand has nothing in common with 
bourgeoise Pazifism, it doesn't mean that no vio¬ 
lence has to be used in the revolutionary struggle. It 
rather obliges to abolish all oprressing violent condi¬ 
tions practically. That means, and this not at last is 
an important lesson learned from the defeat of the 
"Real Sozialism", that we permanently have to self- 
criticisingly measure our practice with this demand 
and have to justify it at each concrete step. The 
restriction of freedom, the use of violence must nev¬ 
er be globally justified with the hint on the enemy. In 
this point lay an inner cause for the induration and 
automatization of the structures of rule in the "Real 
Socialism" which led at last to the break down. Here 
in our opinion lies the key to win back the moral 
superiority. 

At any rate the relation to concrete human suffering 
is the binding measure for all, consequently also for 
those who defend a right of existance for Israel. 
Their credibility is measured on their dealing with the 
concrete suffering of the Palestinians. This has to be 
emphazized with all distinctness. It is necessary to 
prove all positions in this question, because the soli¬ 
darity with Israel which has suddenly been called in 
so widely and so vehemently, thoroughly has differ¬ 
ent motives. One that certainly plays an important 
role, Ingrid Strobl has described in the named Kon- 
kret-article as follows: 

"Normally solidarity with real or potential perse- 
cutees on racist causes isn't suitable for integrat¬ 
ing in the community of the profiters. But now "the 
jews" are suitable for the german intelligence that 
does not want to be homeless anymore. Those 
who were murdered as sub-humans by the own 
fathers, are played off, as at present higher wor¬ 
thy, against the actual sub-humans, the Arabs. ... 
The dead in Israel are not officially mourned, be¬ 
cause they are jews or maybe even survivors of 
the Shoa, but because they are inhabitants of a 
state that is needed as an outpart of Imperialism 
in the region (and only as that) and because with 


them one can make the propaganda for the justifi¬ 
cation of the war. The german intelligence that is 
convinced of this calculation, is less motivated by 
its Antifascism and its conscience of guilt as chil¬ 
dren ot the perpetrators of the "Endlosung" as 
rather that it can profit from it for their own ma¬ 
noeuvres. Its absolute ignorance of the in meaning 
of the word uncounted victims of bombs in Bagdad 
unmasks its tears for the victims of the Scud-mis¬ 
siles as crocodile-tears." 

With the out of this following questions in the mind 
we have to look at the brochure of the RDL-critics in 
Freiburg. There indeed as a starting point it is for¬ 
mulated: 

"When we in following speak about Antisemitism 
in the Left, we first of all mean the Antisemitism in 
the society in general, of which the Left is only a 
part. Not "the Left" itself is antisemite, but it is so 
far, as antisemite discussion is cultivated in the 
whole society." (p. 11) 

And: 

"But the social foundations, that produced the 
cause for the industrial annihilation, the Anti¬ 
semitism, are further on existing. So consequently 
is Antisemitism." (p. 11) 

A deepened discussion that is founded on the so 
raised questions we consider good and correct it 
should thoroughly be sharp and controversary. But 
that indeed would mean to really discuss the ques¬ 
tion of the causes. The naming and analysis of the 
further on existing social foundations of Antisemitism 
and its structures must become the starting point for 
each criticism and discussion because only from this 
point, starting from the causes, the maintained defi¬ 
ciencies and stated antisemite stereotypes can be 
overcome. But instead of endeavoring this, the 
RDL-critics restrict themselves to the finger-tipping 
describtion of in detail partially justified points of 
criticism. At the end of their labour there is the de¬ 
nunciation of the whole Left as being antisemite. The 
intention on consequently lies seemingly rather in 
the overcoming of the Left than in the work by crit¬ 
icism on the building-up of a force that can more 
intensely and more effectively struggle for the over¬ 
coming of the social foundations of Antisemiism (and 
all other oppressing conditions). 

Indeed we have the opinion that only this aim justi¬ 
fies reproaching. But the RDL-critics even accom¬ 
plish the feat to stamp the demand for critisism 
orienting itself on the aim as a further "antisemite 
stereotype". It is subtlely distinguished, that for the 
people attacked by them as "left Antisemites" it is 
"about nor "petty bourgeoise" nor "proletarian" nor 
the term of "criticism" on the whole, but about the 
opposite between a "petty boureoise", therefore 
destructive, and a "justified" and constructive one. 
It is this dualism between useless and useful, bet¬ 
ween idle pulling down and organic building up 
and with this the fixed idea in which the modern 
Antisemitism is expressing itself - that is passio- 
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nately interesting the agitator." (p. 20) 

Correspondingly, at the end of a complicated argu¬ 
mentation stands the conclusion, that the incident in 
Freiburg is not a overcomeable mistake of the Left, 
but 

"SpehPs integral jew-hate was indeed recognized 
and approved, but that one is now regreting being 
catched (p.22) 


Well, who comes to this conclusion with so much 
exertion, searches the delimitation, we persume, to 
dissociate oneself openly from the Left with a bad 
conscience. That exactly the problem of Antisemitsm 
is used for the purpose, on that we do not want to 
comment further on, that the persons concerned 
have to justify in front of themselves and the history. 

We indeed are saying, that on the contrary for us it 
is not about left trench-war, but it is about the 
orientation on the aim, but then this is binding us to 
discuss the criticism irrespective on the motives of 
the critics. Orientating on the aim means to distin¬ 
guish between the concrete contents of the criticism 
and the motives of their raising. The retreat behind 
the denunciation of the anti-communist motives only 
would be the reflected image. Which of the raised 
questions we consider justified by the contents and 
necessary for discussion we habe tried to point out. 


I UnfortL, nately it often can be met, that criticism of 
ideas and forms of left politics is justified in detail 
and has thoroughly analytical drought, but besides 
loses sight of the aim. This is a mechanism we know 
very exactly just in the jail and which is some time 
deadly. If one is beginning to engage oneself only in 
oneself, when the questions are only reflected by the 
walls of the cell and in the end eveything is circulat¬ 
ing into the bottomlessness. This is the aim of jail 
the detachment from the outside world, the isolation 
from social contacts, from political discussions. In 
here one is quickly learning: The worst jails are the 
ones we build ourselves. 

The self-destructive rotation about the always the 
same points that in the end reduces criticism to 
dogmatism, we can only overcome by the orientation 
on the aim, through accepting the problems after 
reatising the deficiencies and facing up to them to 
working on their overcoming. To obtain by fighting 
this first step is the first hole in the direction of 
freedom that one can knock. But self-built walls also 
are the demarcations that are built, if we absolutely 
defend ourselves against everything that doesn't 
follow up our aims, that isn't identical with us from 
the first. For the defence we are lay bricks around 
ourselves ever more, but ourselves into immovable¬ 
ness, built the isolation for us, the being thrown- 
back on ourselves, until the pressure sometime is so 
increased that we cannot stand it anymore. Openly 
nreanhe things coming, to test criicism on its justi- 
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everywhere; to recognize everything, even u 
doesn't for the moment fit in the familiar view of 
of the surrounding walls, that are further holes in t 
direction of freedom - whose essential importance 
quickly getting clear in the jail built out of palpat 
walls and bars. 

On this way we have to conquer freedom, inside 
. ^ tsld ®- Otherwise it will happen to us in the capita 
1 st night in the reactionary storm as to the old wi 
his child. 


* * * * * 


Butzbach/Schwalmstadt, Juli 1991 

Bernhard Rosenkotter 
Ali Jansen 
Michael Dietiker 

Prisoners of the antiimperialist 
resistance 



































ANSWER TO THE PRISONERS COLLECTIVE OF WOTTA SITA/ 
FRG 


We have read your text - published in the “Clash no.3“. 
It was appealing for us. because the text is about the 
same questions, which are important for us. Since the 
gulf-war. we realized that the whole political situation is 
changing and we must start from these changings in our 
political reflexions and actions. There are a lot of que¬ 
stions we think about and have to find answers for. 

At first we want to tell you about our experiences from the 
last two years, what we’ve done and why we began to 
think “new *. 

Since 2 years we try to get and force through a centre in 
our town. From September till january we lived in a 
squatted house. Itwas a decision forusto break out of the 
traditional political scene and to struggle together with 
others. By duing so we have been a small piece of 
counterforce against the rulers, which they couldn't pass 
easily, to live another life, another way of society in our 
struggle for our space. 

By this we revert to the experiences made during the 
hungerstrikeofthe political prisoners in FRG. It has been 
a good experience from us that the people we met were 
yery interested in our leaf-lets or public discussions. New 
possebilities and changings could be felt there. Perhabs 
many people feel the hardness and the alienation, the 
isolation and the destructiveness of this society, and have 
a need of humanity for themselve. And could find this also 
in the struggle of the political prisoners for regroupement 
against the torture. At the same time it was an absolutly 
hard experience of our limits and weakness because we 
couldn’t force through the regroupement 
During the hungerstrike we started at first to speak with 
other groups and people and in this short time and 
growing pressure no good common discussions could 
be developped. After the hungerstrike we took the conc¬ 
lusion of these experiences. Itwas important for us that in 
our struggles it is visible what we are fighting for. In this 
situation we decided to squatt our first house, that lasted 
4 month.The central experience in thistime has been that 
it is possible to set up something against the crushed, 
capitalist and patriarchal reality, to develope real power, 
to be attractivfor others, if we are able to break down our 
ideological borders, to crack the desperated search for 
the right revolutionary concept and the alienated rela¬ 
tions among ourselves. Really want to live and to fight 
together with others. 

Since the eviction in january 90 the fight for a centre is the 
central item for us. We have acquired essential moments 
of identity, which are here conditions of struggling. This 
has been a new experience for us requiring our whole 
efforts and we have learnd a lot by this. 

Our orientation are the contradictions, which are visible 
for everybody, like for example isolation, house shorta¬ 
ge. the destruction of the soda! structures in the cities. 
That what we put into political praxis has been for us in 
connection with the worldwide struggle of the people for 
their life-conditions. But practically it still stays abstract 
and placative. 
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Atthis time the discussion with the political prisoners was 
only selective (some of us write and visit them) and was 
not adopted as a common struggle. During the hunger- 
strike of the Spanish prisoners various initiatives were at 
work, but it was not possible to take the strike as a joint 
period for us. The conception howwe could have pushed 
us through was amiss. This did not lout inside of us. we 
knew about the international importance of thi3 hunger- 
strike. The initiatives weren't picked up by more people, 
didn't continue and bythis way weren't sufficient to break 
through the hard attitude of the Spanish government 
Here in Wiesbaden we have sqattered the Ringkirche 
(big church) short before the war to create aaction-center 
for all who are against the war. But soon we also could 
barely react and have not been able to give orientation 
and to intervene into the proceeding. All our started 
initiatives and practical steps have made it clear for us 
how lightly our own political discussions have been in 
this quarrel. We had to ascertain that we had repressed 
and put aside a lot of what we still had learned and what 
comes partly out of our own experience and history. 
WHNS (= Wartime Host Nation Support-Program), run¬ 
way (runway- west of Frankfurt airport used by US-Air- 
Force) as turn-table for the war against the people in the 
south. FRG as US-aircraft-carrier, RDF etc. have been 
notions in an analysis to which in the beginning/middle of 
the 80th there have been starts of practical policy. This 
common process of repression turned against ourselves 
in that moment as the imperialists putthat into action what 
they had announced even for long time. 




















































Our problem was not that we didn't want to oppose 
something to the war-machine but that we were not able 
to do that 

During the war we recognized that we have to include the 
global developments much stronger into our own politi¬ 
cal acting. 

We will keep on struggling for our own aims for houses 
and centers because we need them and get power out of 
it It’s a social political fight In FRG the growing contradic¬ 
tion between rich and poor makes it abosutelly necessa¬ 
ry to force through political solutions. 

For us it is an urgent question. The development of the 
german resistance is often marked by missing discus¬ 
sions about our own history, by breaks and lacking con¬ 
tinuity. Most of the time the political consciousness of 
people starts at the point of the beginning of their own 
political struggling. Besides the question for political 
discussions aboutthe own history as revolutionary move¬ 
ment there is the question for lifeperspective inside the 
movement. With lifeperspective we mean thatwe have to 
be able to find answers for the social problems, that are 
as well our own problems as they are also problems of 
the society. By that we mean isolation, alienation, drugs, 
house shortage growing, money problems and so on. 

Forced by Great Germanys advance to an economic 
power, for the rulers social requirements have be¬ 
come only a question of management. Social prob¬ 
lems, human requirements don't play any role in 
their political decisions, they were only managed. A 
political discussion don't take place, their solutions 
are depoliticize, their answers are repression. Not 
only the political prisoners and the people of the 
resistance feel the effects of the whole hardness of 
the state, but also more and more people. Exactly 
because the rulers cannot offer political solutions, 
our struggle for the squatts is at the same time a 
struggle for a bit of life-perspective now, in this 
desert against their hard attitude. We understand 
this struggle for the squatts as that what you have 
described in your letter as "activity for the own 
political existance". (Or have you ment something 
else?) 




We are aware of that we are not able to push our¬ 
selves through at no point against the global con¬ 
ditions. That's why the European Squatters Days 
and the European Action Day is important for us, 
because people coming from different direct practical 
struggles organize themselves on european level. It 
is a beginning of developing a common basic and 
common pratice. There is a critizism on the appeal 
to the first European Squatters Days from Eva Haule 
(prisoner of RAF). This letter is enclosed to ours, it 
has been a discussion-basic at the last FRG-wide 
squatters meeting. (We don't publish this letter, red.) 
We are discussing a lot about your analysis of the 
global balance of power, that after the break-down 
of the socialistic block "the borders between on the 
one side accumulation of richdom and on the other 
side poverty are, horizontal and vertical, running 
through as well in the centers of the system as in 
the periphery" and about the necessity of a new in¬ 
ternationalism as a consequence of this, (besides - 
frankly some of us had rather difficulties in under¬ 
standing your way of expressing things) 

We want to and have to look behind our horizon, the 
squatts. Important thoughts we got from the ar¬ 
rangements with Rita and Julio (ex-prisoners of the 
puertoricanian liberation-movement), Dhoruba Bin 
Wahad (ex-prisoner of black panter party) and of 
Eleuterio Fernandez Huidobro (Tupamaros). Their 
arrangements have been a practical step towards 
international co-operation. 

We see some parallels to the way we are thinking. 
Here is a quotation of Huidobro: "I think in my 
country it would be very revolutionary to put up the 
demand for that everybody should eat three times a 
day...because if I talk to the revolutionary subject in 
my country, it has no teeth, it can nearly not read, 
sends its doughter to prostitution, drinks a lot of 
wine, is hungry, its childrens are ill and it lives in 
shacks. If I would talk to him about theoretical prob¬ 
lems he will think I don't respect him/her and I think 
he/she is wright. It is a problem of capitalism, he is 
not able to solve these problems and if we want to 
solve them and put up demands that are ultrare- 
formistic for europe, a revolution will happen...I think 
if we reach this in some parts of Latin-America we 


93 






























have made a revolution. Then the revolutionary sub¬ 
ject has developed there that can do the socialistic 
revolution which will be international afterwards." 

But we have no imagination how this looks alike in 
practice. Because to focus our strength internation- 
aly, to be in the same boat cannot mean that we 
concentrate our strength on pushing trough the lib¬ 
eration of the puertoricanian prisoners and to do 
nothing here. There would be thousands of points to 
start with. 

We want that the different struggles become 
stronger and want to be a part in this ourselves. A 
central, overlapping aim is that the demand for 
re-unification of the political prisoners become a 
conscious part of all these struggles. The political 
prisoners, coming out of different phases of the anti- 
imperialistic/internationalistic struggle are meanwhile 
an independent/original factor. And we want that 
they are a part as a collective inside of the discus¬ 
sions taking place in the society. 

In the approaching actionweek against the "festivities 
on 500 years discovery of america" from 5. to 
12.10.91 we see one possibility. There are 
FRG-wide discussions about calling up for a day of 
the prisoners in this week. Exactly because of the 
relation that we/they are an active part of the inter¬ 
national movement. 




Once again back to ourselves: 

In our city we have divided ourselves after the war 
into working-groups on following themes: 
Internationalism, prisoners, yuppyfication/restruc- 
turing/citydevelopping and antifascists struggle. We 
also did this because we wished really to work con¬ 
tinuously at last on all themes we are interested in. 
It is the task of the working-groups to develop poli¬ 
tical ideas and practice to the several themes. In the 
plenum the discussions of the working-groups come 
together again. 

It is our strength that we define ourselves still as a 
big group and that the results of the single work¬ 
ing-groups are beared by all of us. Though we are 
just learning how it works so that no pure technical 
information-exchange arises. 


Dear she-comrades and he-comrades, we send this 
letter also to "Clash" because we think it's good if 
the newspaper is used for the international dis¬ 
cussion. 

We are already working on this letter for a while yet, 
can change parts of it every week. But now we send 
it in this a bit stumbeling form. 

If you like please answer if you understand our 
thoughts or if you have questions. We will be glad. 
But in all cases please give a short confirmation that 
you have received our letter. 
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HUNGERSTRIKE IN FRANCE 


An interview with the 
committee of the priso¬ 
ners of Action Directe. 

The last three and a half 
years you were imprisoned 
in different kinds of iso¬ 
lation-detention* 

Which were the conditions 
from the start, what's 
changed anc hich specific 
aims has the French state 
with their measures against 
you ? 

Jean-Marc; We were detai¬ 
ned at the beginning of 
1987, this means in the 
middle of the reaction of 
the state conserning our 
offensives and the attacks 
of the integralistic Ara¬ 
bic organizations (l)-the 
time of the contrarevolu¬ 
tionary state of emergency. 
For the first time since 
the war in Algeria the ar- 
mee was employed for poli¬ 
ce operations; special 
laws were aproved in rapid 
trial procedures, each 
raid was permitted and co¬ 
vered by the political po¬ 
lice. An unequalled media 
campagne was set up with 
call-ups for betrayal, with 
'wan ted'posters with high 
rewards, with body r search- 
es on public places, with 
bloody provocations-like 
the murder on a worker in 
Province, or the false and 
dirty attack on the house 
of judge Brugiere (2). The¬ 
se provocations had the 
aim of s*renghening the cam¬ 
paign for resignation and 
poisoning-which was nee¬ 
ded to show the guerilla 
does not only attack gene¬ 
rals and bosses, but also 
attacks in blind hate, at¬ 
tacks against the whole 
population. This means a 
poisoning and refutation 
of all of our history, 
because we never hit any¬ 
one who wasn't the direct 
political aim. 

Our arrest rapidly beca¬ 
me a media show. The state 
used it to display her re¬ 
pressive contrarevolutio¬ 
nary politics on two cen¬ 
tral points; 



-The state is the srongest, 
it makes no sence to fight. 
- n The revolutionaries are 
no more than a hand full 
of desperados' 1 . 

The strengh of the civil 
state and the weakness of 
the revolutionary left; a- 
round these two themes our 
political detention was or¬ 
ganized in the beginning. 

The state wanted to win, 
as fast as possible and 
for good, to finish the 
organization and specifi¬ 
cally the guerilla, the 
political practice of the 
armed struggle. We stood 
for both; the organization 
of which we were presen¬ 
ted as the leaders, as well 
as the guerilla. That's 
why we immidiately were ac¬ 
cused of being members of 
the commandos, including 
the farce of holding us 
responsible for all weapo- 
ned opperations. 

To the state winning means 
to smash our collective, 
our politics and our resis¬ 
tance. That's why they use 
isolation, the white torture. 
A special jail-situation 
was created as an attempt 
to destroy us and as a de- 
monsration of "their ^rengh 
and our weakness". 

"Their strengh"; to use us, 
this means to force us to 
abjuration, to let us ad¬ 
mit that the fight is 
senceless, dangerous and 
even criminal and that 
weaponed actions thus are 
working against the libe- 
rationprocess, is working 
contrary to it; or to de¬ 
stroy us, to make us disap¬ 
pear, to force us into iso¬ 
lation, to submittion and 


by doing so, materializing 
our weakness, the weakness 
of the organization and of 
every single militant, so 
the impossibility of resis¬ 
tance. The isolation we 
underwent during that pha¬ 
se grew to a repressive 
hysteria. I know the old 
extra guarded sections and 
I can say that allthough 
the structure was identical 
the atmosphere was extre¬ 
mely tence, like the pris- 
son had absorbed the war, 
a consentration of the con¬ 
flict and torture. 

Joelle; The contra revolu¬ 
tionary reaction was trans¬ 
lated in the special pri¬ 
son- trea temen t against the 
four of us. It's marked by 
the changes in the women- 
prison of Fleury-Merogis. 
For example they had chan¬ 
ged the function of the 
isolation-sections. Step 
by step they used new 
things against us which 
were completely new to the 
women-prison. This went so 
far that our section was 
transmitted to almost the 
same standards of the iso- 
lationsections, like they 
had existed for years all¬ 
ready in the male prisons. 
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Their project was blocked 
cause they were forced to 
put us both together in 
the same building- there 
are not so many prisons 
in the Paris region and 
there were no stuctures 
available similar to the 
DIIR, These kind of pro¬ 
jects you'll find anywhere 
since the late sixties in 
the imperialistic prisons; 
The destruction of poli¬ 
tics and the collectives, 
emanating f«9" the liqui¬ 
dation of the personality 
by using isolation torture. 
With the hungerstrike 87- 
88 (3) we've brought them 
in a defensive position-* 
what's concerning the 
carry out of their plans. 
Also when we achieved just 
a partial raising of the 
isolation; seperately from 
each other being able to 
leave the cell with a so¬ 
cial prisoner and the men 
in the same isolation sec¬ 
tion,- we've forced them 
to change their practics, 
so to give in. But step by 
this achievement was abo¬ 
lished. Very quickely Geor¬ 
ges and Jean-Marc were iso¬ 
lated again (nov.'88) and 
in april it was our turn. 
Inthis same period we pre¬ 
pared our new attack on 
the state, for our new re- 
grouperaent, according to 
the statute for political 
prisoners. This also in 
connection with the fight ■ 
of the comrades of the RAF 
and the resistance in the 
GDR. So we entered a second 
phase on the 21 april'89. 

On the 21 of Juty we ended 
our strike because the mi¬ 
nistry of justice had made 
a few promisses; An end to 
the isolation, entrance to 
common activities, as well 
as cells next to eachother, 
for the men on the one and 
for the women on the other 
side, abolition of the po¬ 
litical sencorship and a 
permission for visits bet¬ 
ween the four of us as well 
as to be able to write one 
another. 



Joelle;But in fact; that 
what the ministry of justi¬ 
ce had promissed in a de¬ 
cree on our 11 resocializa¬ 
tion in arrest under remand 
that provides in the pu- 
nishmentsystem”, soon beca¬ 
me a "miniregroupement" of 
Jean-Marc and Georges in 
Fresnes, in a section whe¬ 
re isolation partly's been 
used,-and in Fleury, what's 
concerning our situation, 
the regroupement was incom¬ 
plete . 

In the womenprison they 
introduced something new 
again.They arranged a spe¬ 
cial section around us 
which is deverted from the 
"normal regime”. Or the re- 
crutement of our ”fellow” 
prisoners; "quiet"prisoners 
were chosen. In return they 
got the insurance they were 
allowed to be on one cell 
with one neighbour, with¬ 
out getting any problems, 
if they could get on well 
together. Normally, under 
the “normal regime”, the 
ones who can get on well 
together are seperated from 
aechother iraraidiately again 
when they notice something 
like that. Contrary to us 
they have entrance to the 
common activities and to 
the “open air places”. In 
this way these social pri¬ 
soners guarantee the appea¬ 
rance of socalled norma¬ 
lization, which is also 
pushed into the media by 
the ministry of justice, 
even though our special 
treatement is just going 
on. This means; daily sear¬ 
ches, special cells, re¬ 
striction of our possibi¬ 
lities of our freedom of 
movement to an absolute 
minimum,- according to the 
principal of isolating us 
from the “normal regime”, 
etc. Indeed it's right that 
the developement of our 
struggle deterras in detail 
which methods are being 
used to stifle us. The con¬ 
crete aim of the state 
still is the destruction 
of our politics and col¬ 
lectivity, but they're 
forced to change their 
means; our fight attacks 
the normality of their 
project. 


What possibilities do 
you have Lu got into con¬ 
tact with other “social” 
or political prisoners ? 


Joelle; Like I said before, 
we only have direct contact 
to the 14 prisoners who are 
let out of their cells to¬ 
gether with us. Ofcource 
the other political priso¬ 
ners who are in the MAF 
fwomen prison) are syste¬ 
matically excluded from us 
as a consequence of the se¬ 
lection of the director. 
Appatr from this the social 
prisoners who want to go 
to this section are asked 
what they think of the po¬ 
litics of A.D. So we can 
only communicate in writing 
thus bringing forth all the 
risks of cencorship. So the 
possibilities of getting 
into contact with others 
are very resricted. And 
this also is the conti¬ 
nuity of the srtategy of 
stifling us, personal¬ 
ly as well as politicaly. 

Georges: Here in Fresnes 
we are held in a special 
section with only four 
cells and each common ac¬ 
tivity is forbidden. We 
have no contact at all 'to 
other political prisoners, 
not even to social priso¬ 
ners. We've made a change- 
froin a situation of total 
isolation to one of partial 
isolation. The prisoner-or 
prisoners, but never more 
than three- who are allo¬ 
wed to "get out” with us 
are selected by the direc¬ 
tion. We have stated that 
during the latest period* 
when we look at the fai¬ 
lure of the normalization, 
their choice directs to a 
tendency of placing ill, 
old or clearly psychiatric 
prisoners in our section. 
This is the last phase of 
the bankruptcy of the nor¬ 
malization, without any 
exeptions. 
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You were partly imprisoned 
during the seventies. What 
has changed in general, 
concerning the situation 
of the political prisoners ? 


ces..., The gouvernements, 
leftwing or rightwing all 
contributed their mite to 
the new represive struc¬ 
ture. 


For 200 years l.Iie revolu¬ 
tionaries lind Lough t a- 
gainst the CSE, we had to 
give it a Cinal blow, not 
a blow which would mean 
the end of a fight^but one 
in a moment of the conti¬ 
nuity of the whole revolu¬ 
tionary fight against the 
state and it's repressive 
politics. The first step 
was made by the guerilla 
by de^aring a seize-fire. 
This gesture forced the 
proces of the unification 
of the different collec¬ 
tives in the revolutionary 
proces on the base of libe¬ 
ration of the prisoners,"E- 
veryone without exeptions". 
At first Mitterand didn't 
want to grant a general am¬ 
nesty. He made conditions 
to sentences over 8 years. 
This was a laugh and hypo- 
crasy - which isn't very 
unusual to this fellow 
cause the lowest sentence 
forcrimes against the CSE 
was 9 years. This measure 
would have meant that only 
very few prisoners would 
have been set free and it 
would have been good for* 
the socialist party, for 
her revaluation andalso a 
way to split us up. The 
fight doubled it's inten¬ 
sity, in the prisons it 
got linked to the fight of 
the social prisoners a- 
gainst the extra guarded 
sections and J:or the gran¬ 
ting of a genral pardon. 

This meant revolts, hunger- 
strikes, riots and demon¬ 
strations. The minister of 
justice resigned, his suc- 
cesor shut the extra guar¬ 
ded sections and granted a 
general pardon and a par¬ 
tial amnesty ("bloody of¬ 
fences" were excluded). 

Cause of the immidiate 
goal being "all of us" the 
fight went on. Only Natha¬ 
lie stayed imprisoned, we 
had linked her release to 
the release of 20 other re- 
volutioriary militants who 
weren't acknowledged as po¬ 
litical prisoners. The mo¬ 
vement strenghened itselve, 
enlarged and became the 
first organized movement 
against the "pink wave" and 
the installment of the new 
power, against the first 
expressions of the trans¬ 
formation of this new power. 


Jean-Marc; In the seventies 
we were prusecuted by spe¬ 
cial courts, military 
courts, which were direct 
consequences of the coup 
of deGaulle in 1958 and 
the repression of the Al¬ 
gerian revolution. 

With it' sf oration , the 
CSE (state security coun¬ 
sel) had to, raise a spe¬ 
cial regime of detention, 
to reform the regime for 
the politicaly convicted. 
This had two reasons. On 
the one hand it was be¬ 
cause of the continuous 
fight of the FLN prisoners 
and other militants and 
furthermore the CSE had to 
sentence the top of the ar- 
mee generals who had orga¬ 
nized the coup in Algiers 
as wellas the gorillas of 
the OAS (organization of 
the secret service, extre¬ 
mely rightwing, kolonia- 
lists) . 

When I was in prison in 
the seventies we were all 
in one group, all politi¬ 
cal prisoners of various 
organizations. Allready in 
1980 the situation chan¬ 
ged and the different 
groups were seperated from 
eachother. With the amnes¬ 
ty in 1981 and the aboli¬ 
tion of the CSE everybody 
only saw the progressive 
side of it, without see¬ 
ing the meaning of it for 
the new powers; criminali¬ 
zing every radical oppo¬ 
sition. Doing so Mitterand 
allready in '83-'84 car¬ 
ried through a decree un¬ 
der the supervision of 
conrarevolutionary groups 
as the nato and he re- 
intr°duced others like ob¬ 
servation or partial re- 
groupement under a "nor¬ 
mal regime"... 

From '84 tiU'86 when che 
offencives of the guerilla 
heavily stroke the sta- 
belization of the powers, 
che state answered with 
Che re-introduction of the 
state of emergency, the 
special courts , the spe- 
cial detention circumstan¬ 


What were the backgrounds 
of the amnesty for poli¬ 
tical prisoners in '81 
and '89 ? 


Jean-Marc; During the win¬ 
ter of '81 the victory 
of the left became clea¬ 
rer and an important po- 
litical and ideological 
question came up. How can 
the change of the situ¬ 
ation best be handled whi¬ 
le taking in account the 
proportions between the 
powers, how to keep an eye 
on the forseeable political 
^nrn, including and stren — 
ghening our politics, wit¬ 
hout questioning our com¬ 
mitment and the base of the 
revolutionary proces. We 
knew that the fight for the 
freedom of the 200 poli¬ 
tical prisoners would not 
mean a battle for surren¬ 
der but a political clash 
with the state and that 
this clash had to be a mo¬ 
ment of organization and 
unity within the revolu¬ 
tionary movement. 
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A month later we'd reach¬ 
ed the release of all poli¬ 
tical prisoners as well as 
the abbolition of the CSE, 
a fight without compro¬ 
mises, which means, in the 
unity of the fight for a 
revolutionary liberation- 
proces. 

Nathalie; Concretely the 
amnesty didn't weaken or 
slow down our political 
activities- the revoluti¬ 
onary proces for the im¬ 
plantation or 'the ,f red po¬ 
wer 11 , (or counter power as 
you might call it), in the 
factories, in the neigh¬ 
bourhoods, strikes, equa¬ 
ting .... 

It wasn't simply a return 
to* this fight after a "de¬ 
tour 1 * of the armed fight, 
not at all. We were part 
of the direct fight by us¬ 
ing two forces which we 
developed during the armed 
fight; organization and 
revolutionary politics. 
-Revolutionary activities 
against oppVtunisme and 
liquidation: to confront 
the "old fighters" and the 
"hypocrits" who see the 
amnesty as a face-lift for 
the institutionalzation of 
the armed fight. Indeed, 
the amnesty made it possi¬ 
ble for many militants to 
lay down their armes, to 
abjure. But this mostly 
went smoothly, without the 
state or the media being 


able to use it. The gueril¬ 
la strenghened, without 
losses and the individual 
back-pedalars could never 
be presented as a politi¬ 
cal project. 

-Revolutionary internatio- 
nalistic activities: The 
struggles in the ghettos 
brought us to an interna¬ 
tional fight, to a new 
quality, to a common fight 
together with the Palesti¬ 
nians and Lebanese comra¬ 
des, and the Turkish orga¬ 
nizations 

and above all it brought 
us to the reality of the 
behaviour of the metropo¬ 
lian proletariat, of trans¬ 
mitting it's contradictory 
expressions. What's concer¬ 
ning the strategic plan 
this means to practicaly 
bring foreward the concept 
of the revolutionary front. 
Cause only by doing so it 
is possible to realize the 
unity in aeach autonomous 
existance of the proleta¬ 
riat in the centres, with 
internationalisme as a di¬ 
rect revolutionary anti- 
imperialistic policy. 

Joelle; In 1989 the amnesty 
contained a false princi¬ 
ple, the state, forced by 
the historic date of 200 
years French revolution, 
had to ferform an amnesty 
show-piece. Under pressure 
of local fights it turned 
against the community of 


political prisoners, becau¬ 
se it was build on top of 
the division within the 
amnesty. 

Concretely 3 collectives 
of political prisoners we¬ 
re granted this amnesty; 

The Kanaks, the Corsicans 
and the Antillians. Three 
other collectives were ex¬ 
cluded; the Basks from 
nor.th and south Euskadi, 
the Palestinians, the Le¬ 
banese and we ourselves. 

All political prisoners, 
we as well, even became 
excluded from the privile¬ 
ges which all other priso¬ 
ners were given, like it 
was in 1988 with the prese- 
dential elections. The de¬ 
cline/retreat of the revo¬ 
lutionary movement, the 
standstill of the revo¬ 
lutionary activities didn't 
permit a batlle with the 
aim of the release of all 
political prisoners, a 
batlle should not only be 
devensive. 


With two major hungerstr- 
kes you've been fighting 
for regroupement according 
to the political statute. 
What meaning does it has 
in the history of the pri¬ 
son struggles in France ? 
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Nathalie; To understand 
why we refer to the sta¬ 
tute (S PP=S ta t u te Prison- 
nieres Politique) you 

have to get an idea 
of the french context. This 
means to take the history 
as a startingpoint 
and to understand the func¬ 
tion of regroupement. So 
this also means it has to 
do with it's historic con¬ 
nection as well as, to a 
certain level, with con- • 
frontation and the inter¬ 
national den^nsion which 
the state has over here. 

The statute corresponds 
with the continuity in the 
history of the bourgeoisie; 
This means negation, which 
was, appart from this, 
strenghened by the West eu- 
ropean integration with 
it s falsifications and 
their attempts of denying 
20 years of the armed 
fight, this was in first 
instance according to the 
directives of the nato and 
then later on of the trevi— 
group 

In France there has been 
criminalization of the or¬ 
ganized ‘break* since '81, 
especialy under the leader¬ 
ship of the social demo¬ 
crats. Slowly the statute 
has disappeared, allthough 
after 68 both the mili¬ 
tants of the proletarian 
left as well as the diffe¬ 
rent national freedomstrue- 
glers, like the Bretons, 
the Antillians, the Korsi- 
cans, Basks,- didn't stop 
fighting. This groups, a- 
part from this, also demand 
it s practice. As the sta¬ 
tute wasn t applied anymore 
this meant concretely that 
the minimal political life- 
conditions vanished and 
that f.e. the regular mee¬ 
tings of the militants 
got refused. 

Also the free correspo- 
dence (without sencorship) 
and the possibility of 
communication with people 
from the outside by. the 
daily visits was abolished. 

In contrary, the stategy 
of scattering, of. diffe¬ 
rentiation and of isola¬ 
tion was introduced again. 

This situation was even 
sharpened in '86 with the 
introduction of the anti¬ 
terror laws and the new 
special sections, sharpe¬ 
ned more than ever. 


This is the second reason 
why we want to actualisize 
the SPP. From the start 
it was clear that we refu- 
to submit to this strategy 
as communist militants and 
also in connection with 
the level of the confron¬ 
tation, that what we've a— 
chieved with our military- 
political fight, what we 
want to take over and want 
to bring forth,- well this 
naturally means the SPP 's 
become a function in the 
aim of regroupement, the 
de-mystification and reve¬ 
lation, an expression of 
our fight. This also is a 
continuation in our analy¬ 
ses which we use since 
april '84, which we stated 
as tasks, implicating; 

1. the point of fighting 
to the imprisoned is 
clear; to de-mystifice 
the good social democra¬ 
tic prison. 

2. to appropriate the wea¬ 
pons to fight from with¬ 
in, this means to attain 
the regroupement by 
means of the SPP, by all 
means . 

3. to link the fight to the 
fight of all communist 
prisoners in Western Eu¬ 
rope . 

4. to free oneselves. 


This has the meaning of re- 
building- on the level of 
the prison,- the organized 
reality of the imprisoned 
militants, as well as to 
bring forth real changes. 
This all as a function of 
the construct of a proces 
of fighting, which should 
work dynamically for the 
common construct of a fra¬ 
mework for the resistance. 

So it s really a mistake 
just to focus on the demand 
for the SPP itselve, to see 
it appart from it's concre¬ 
te cohesion, in which eve¬ 
ry fight is laid, and for 
a ll» from its concrete 
goals. Opposite to this 
one has to see the cohe¬ 
rence in this way that it's 
completely connected to our 
demands; regroupement, clo¬ 
sure of the isolationsec- 
tions of strenghened secu¬ 
rity, abolishement : of the 
special courts and the 
special laws. 


So wh.i L ' ; j " i Umb of che 

^ lii 'oily functional to 
us; To bring Imck Lhe real 
dimension of Uio clash be¬ 
tween bourgeoisie and pro- 
letariat at any possible 
moment. This means to cre¬ 
ate a consiousness on our 
own level, which can be 
used in the political rea¬ 
lity and which by doing so 
should work as a lever to 
concrete and dynamical 
changes' for the whole of 
the revolutionary proces. 

But what concrete meaning 
^f this kind of a statute 
in the history of the strug¬ 
gle of the prisoners in 
France ? 

Georges; One example is a- 
bout the possitive politi¬ 
cal function, which it 
could have for all the 
fights. It was thus that in 
the summer of '87 several 
fights of "social priso¬ 
ners" started in different 
prisons, up to the muting 
m the Saint Maur prison. 

Cut all these fights against 
the isolation and the ex¬ 
perienced destructiveness 
of the prison remained, 
notwithstanding the fact 
that they caused fairly 
much unrest in the media 
and the public opinion, at 
the same time limited to 
the spectacular part" and 
got^reduced to the level 
of "common events", so 
without reaching a poli¬ 
tical level,which is the 
only way of bringin the i- 
solation measures to an 
understanding of the mea¬ 
ning of it's wide and 
profound effects. This 
means in short; The poli¬ 
tical aims of the bour¬ 
geoisie with the prisoners 
have to be debated. 

But clearly it was because 
of this hungerstrike that 
this demension could be 
reached and this principal¬ 
ly because we as political 
prisoners had fought while 
we were in complete isola¬ 
tion. This also became ob¬ 
vious cause of their em¬ 
ployment of various poli¬ 
tical measures and methods, 
which were all attacked in 
the first strike and which 
later on got even more 
obvious in the forced ex- 
preeions of Arpaillange a 
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few months later, as he 
said that "isolation-tor¬ 
ture is”. It also got ob¬ 
vious cause of their aimed 
empolyment which was fol¬ 
lowed by it- what Rocard 
later on expressed with his 
measures- as emphesization 
of the general confrontation 

Finally I'd like to return 
to the subject of the Wes¬ 
tern European integration 
and to the realm of the u- 
nity of the political pri¬ 
soners, How dbn you imagine 
such a unity ? 


Jean-Marc; Creating a cen¬ 
tre of capitalistic concu- 
rence is ofcourse one of 
the topical key-elements. 
The integration of this 
developement has madena 
qualitative change in the 
middle of the eighties. 
After they had passed the 
phenominal expressions of 
internationalization and 
the structurizing of agree¬ 
ments, they nowadays are 
building up transnatinal 
realities, which act as na¬ 
tional institutes. The ru¬ 
ling relationships,- rela¬ 
tions between the states- 
are shaping the European 
unity, which is developed 
in the course of a contra¬ 
dictionary and unequal fu- 
sionproces between the 
Western European states. 
This continental deraension 
thereby is one of the qua¬ 
litative Western moments of 
the autoritarean states, 
with the monopolizing >and 
centralizing of the class 
powers. Cause of the actual 
status of power destining 
the developement of the po¬ 
litical confrontation, the 
European sphere should go 
beyond the 11 objective dia¬ 
gnoses”, it has to become 
a concrete perspective for 
a revolutionary solution. 
This means, a form and a 
method,.a plan for a new 
communistic perspective 
within this domain- which 
in it's forms and outlines 
should be linked to the 
present situation of poli¬ 
tical dominion and impe¬ 
rialistic bourgeoisie, 
to disown the European ac¬ 
tual status of power of the 
bourgeoisie and to just 
bring this back to the le¬ 
vel of the state/nation , 


is a mistake which revises 
the Marxistic conception of 
the state,- it's consonance 
conserning the phases and 
stages of capitalisrae it's 
structural changes (which 
are present in each stage 
of the actual status of 
production— and reproduc¬ 
tion powers), but also it s 
political struggle in the 
stages of the actual status 
of power, between the clas¬ 
ses, on a national and an 
international level. This 



has to be critisized becau¬ 
se one can daily read ana¬ 
lyses about the fight in 
the European sphere which 
only direct to the inter- 
nationalistic or anti-im¬ 
perialistic solidarity. As 
the revolutionary actions 
should be held against the 
mastery of the classes- po¬ 
litical consiousness and 
organization- a build up, 
which should be understood 
as a revolutionary front. 


remarks 

1.1986^in Franco^in all 13 
public places were bombed 
by fundamentalistic Arab 
groups (CSPPA). 13 persons 
got killed and 150 got in¬ 
jured. In the communiques 
to the actions the release 
of 4 Arab prisoners was de¬ 
manded . 

la.New special laws were 
passed in '86, f.e. the 
lenghtening of the police 
custody from 2 till 4 days, 
visa-compulsion for all 
non-members of the EC; the 
possibility of preventive 
identity controlls without 
needing concreet suspision; 
Reintroduction of the men¬ 
tioning of terrorisme in 
the criminal law and prose¬ 
cution-law; institutionali¬ 
zation of the "special 
courts”; many ”terrorisme- 
prosecutions” just take 
place before the court d' 
assises or the tribunal 
correctionelles (before 
there used to be sworn in 
l courts also for the politi- 
^ cal trials) ; centraliza- 
tion of teh tracing of the 
14 sections of the Paris 
X '' N state prosecutions; Who is 
\ ’ sentenced by the "special 
courts” will at least be 
\\\\j detained from 2 till 10 
\\\}< years; employement of the 
armee for bordercontrols 
at airportsjand it also 
means that for the first 
time since the Vichy go¬ 
vernment there are "wanted”- 
posters again. 

2-because of a bomb on, the 
official car, the driver 
of the formal minister of 
justice Peyrefitte got kil¬ 
led. The falsified attempt 
on the life of Brugiere was 
imputed to Action Directe. 
The Techniques which were 
used for the attack on Bru¬ 
giere (trip-wire and grana- 
tes) is pdrt of the trai¬ 
ning of teh Freeh elite- 
troops. 

3.-The hungerstrike lasted 
116 days, from l-12-'87 
till 26-3-'88 


The intervieuw with the 
imprisoned revolutionaries 
was held in 'writing 
Joelle Aubron-Nathalie Me- 
nigon-Georges Cipriani-Jean- 
Marc Rouillan are in hun¬ 
gerstrike against the iso¬ 
lation and for the regroupe- 
ment. They're striking by 
taking change of eachother 
every week. 
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TRIAL AGAINST GERRY HANRATTY AND GERRY MC GEOUGH 


STOP THE EXTRADITION OF THE IRISH POLITICAL 

PRISONERS 

The actual situation (beginning of October) is as follows: 

The warrants of arrest are set aside because of the poor evidence, but both are still in jail. After 
being released from imprisonment on remand, Gerry Hanratty immediately put in imprisonment of 
extradiction. He is now endangered by an extradiction to the british state. Examination and torture, 
a high term of confinement from a racist "Diplock—Court" and a long imprisonment in the prison in 
Long Kesh - thiese consequences would likely be imposed on Gerry Hanratty by an extradiction to 
the north of Ireland. In the european context an unhindered extradiction would mean a next step 
towards a west-european standardization of the stragedies of repression. Both must be prevented! 
A new iss warrant of arrest was issued against Gerry Me Geough. Against him a warrant of extra- 
diction to the USA exists since January. To this warrant referes the following text. 

Still to mention is that Donna Marguire, another irish prisoner, was extradicted on Oct, 7th from the 
Netherlands to the FRG. 


On January 5th 1991, four and 
a half months into a "trial" in 
\2ermany which had taken two years 
to begin, I was served with an 
extradiction order for the United 
States, on alleged charges dating 
from 1982! To describe the timing, 
and indeed issuing, of this warrant 
as a blatant injustice would be 
an understatement. 

Let us look at the facts: The 

extradition order is based on charges 
relating to my alleged involvement 
in arms transactions in the United 
States on behalf of the Irish freedom 
cause a decade ago; the only evidence 
offered to support these allegations 
is extremely vague and contradictory 
in nature. More to the point, why 
has it taken so long for the relevant 
authorities to issue this warrant? 
If it's so important for "justice” 
to be done, why wasn’t it issued 
immediately after my arrest in August 
1988? Better still, why wasn't 
it served much earlier - after all, 
I'd lived openly, under my own name, 
in Sweden every day between August 
1983 and April1987 without interrupti 
on. As with all foreigners resident 
in that country, I was registered 
by the immigration police who auto¬ 
matically check each new entry with 
Interpol: and act immediately should 

it be revealed that an individual 
has outstanding arrest warrants 
issued against them. No interest 
was ever shown in me during my three 
and a half years there, even though 
my presence and movements were well 
known to the Swedish authorities. 

Furthermore, the actual extradition 
warrant itself is a shambles! Apart 
from the abiguity surrounding the 
alleged charges, those who issued 
it succeeded in getting my name, 
home address and nationality wrong! 
Surely, after 9 years, even the 
most basic data could have been 
properly presented! On top of all 
this, if I'm to be extradited to 
the U.S. on the basis of this flimsy, 
befuddled material, how am I supposed 


to find witnesses and prepare a 
defence against vague accusations 
dating from 1982 while sitting in 
. a jail cell on another continent? 

The only point that this pathetic 
, sordid "legal” activity serves 
to underline is the fact that no 
Irish person can expect to receive 
"justice” wherever, and whenever, 
there are those in authority who 
are susceptible to Britain’s malign 
influence, and who are willing (and 
often eager) to serve the British 
department, which has been striving 
to criminalize the Irish Republican 
Movement for quite some time, and 
is currently using the on-going 
"trial” against Gerry Hanratty and 
myself as a means to do this. 

Another tactic has been to portray 
Irish Republicanism as a factor 
in international terrorism, which 
helps explain the multi-national 
character of our trial-investigation. 
Incredibly, the German Public Prose¬ 
cutor has employed over a dozen 
international police authorities 
in building a case against us 
involving some as geographically 
diverse as the Israeli and Australian 
services! 

While the pro-British position 
adopted by certain German legal 
departments is clear for all to 
see, this by no means extends to 
Germans in general, and I have been 
swamped by letters from ordinary 
German people, of all ages and back¬ 
grounds, expressing their understand¬ 
ing and sympathy for the Irish free¬ 
dom struggle while voicing disgust 
at the way in which some of their 
authorities have slavishly toed 
the British line where Ireland is 
concerned. 

It is to these people, and all 
* others like them throughout the 
world, that we extend the hand of 
solidarity, and from whom we refuse 
to be isolated regardless of the 
intimidation and harassment meted 
out by mean little Britain and her 
miserable mercenaries elsewhere! 


Gerry 
May 1991 
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Hungerstrike in turkish prison, 
against the "Anti-Terror Law" 



information on the new 'anti-terror law'in Turkey 

At the beginning of april, an article has been published by the German media, on an amnesty in 
Turkey. By means of this amnesty 45.000 prisoners would be set free. Linked to this was an article 
about the repealing of a law which forbid the use of the kurdish language. Two months passed ever 
since, without hardly any more news. In the european/german public opinion, these articles raised the 
idea of a democratic change in the system of the fashistic 12th September government in Turkey. 
A government which is caracterized by despotism, torture and repression. But in fact exactly the 
opposite has happened. This is the reason of this correction on the currently withholded information. 
The socalled amnesty, mentioned above, is part of the newly introduced anti-terror law. This law has 
been introduced by proposal of the national security counsel of the fifth april (an assembly of 
commanders of the army , representatives of the secret service; MIT, the head of the government 
and a few ministers). This happened by means of an ad hoc procedure and was passed by the 
government on the 11th of april, without an open discussion and was put into force on the 15th of 
that month. This new law means a sharpening of repression and creates a situation similar to that 
after the 12 september-putsch. This was expressed by a representative of the human rights 
organisation Istanbul, in a speech held in Berlin at the beginning of June. The consequenses are 
disastrous for the revolutionary left and the left wing political prisoners. 

The juridical changes 

The conviction sections 141 and 142 of the Turkish criminal Code, by which also left wing people 
have been convicted, are repealed by the new law. At the same time however, a fundamental general 
defenition of a 'terroristic organisation' is presented. This 'terror' defenition is, in compare to the 
repealed sections, considerably extended. 'To change the constitutionaly established nature of the 
republic, the political, juridical, social, laicistic or economical basic order, by the use of pressure, 
compulsion and violence, extension of fear, intimidation or threat, or to destroy the indivisible unity 
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of territory and nation of the turkish state and republic, is terror. All actions of sympatizers or 
organisations or individuals who have the goal to endanger the existence of the turkish state and 
republic, to weaken, bring down or demolish the governmental authority, to eliminate the fundamental 
rigths or liberties, to demolish the inner or outer security of the state or the common health, is terror.' 
Any 'help or propaganda' is enough to commit an offence, similar to the section 129a in Germany. 
At the same time, other sections of the turkish criminal Code, by which left wing people have been, 
convicted, were maintained and their eventual sentences were increased by halve. The trials will in 
future take place for special state security courts. 

The 'amnesty 

/ 

The socalled 'amnesty'- posibilities are connected with the sections of the turkish criminal Code on 
which the prisoners have been convicted. The sections on which the revolutionary left are sentenced, 
are excluded from the amnesty. Apart from this it's a limited release, which means that whenever 
the slightest thing happens, the release will be revoked. Meanwhile all right wing orientated prisoners 
are released, because the sections on which they have been sentenced are part of the amnesty. This 
goes also for the fashists, who were in jail for murder or massacres. The rest of the released are 
socalled 'normal prisoners'. Only 250-300 prisoners of the 3000 left wing prisoners have been set 
free, and this mainly because most of them had to do only a few more months. 

Expansion of the competences of the fashistic police and torture apparatus. 


With the new law a legal base is affirmed on which torturers and security officers, no matter the 
criminal offence they are guilty off, will be protected by the state. Without having to be afraid of any 
substantial consequences to their crimes, a situation is being created in which they can 
unscrupulously attack the prisoners. In fact also in the past, hardly any governmental or juridical 
measures have been used against this officers, but they never could be to sure of not being called 
to account for their acts by the Left or the population. The new law affirmes that security-forces 
which are accused of ill-treatment , human rights offences or murder of revolutionaries, will not be 
taken into custody till a possible trial begins. In case of a trial, the state takes over the complete trial- 
costs and provides three lawyers. Moreover the obtainment of a new identity is secured. Whereas 
in former years the torturers or cops had to appear in trials against the left openly, and had to make 
their statements, from now on this should only happen in secret negotiations outside the court-room, 
so their identity will not be publicly known. This also goes for people who have denounced others. 
In the old trials, people who were denounced always got to know who reported them. This is now 
forbidden. This is a demand for denunciation. 

It s also forbidden and a punishable offence to publish the names or personal notes of the persons 
mentioned above, or to contibute to the announcement of their names or personal notes. This is 
meant to silence publicity about the crimes and torture of the security-officers. Already some direct 
effects of this regulations are noticable; in the middle of May two revolutionaries have been shot in 
their houses (straight executions!), several people have died because of torture in the police-stations. 
And in Kurdistan the police opened fire on the population of a village, a lot of meetings an 
manifestations are forbidden etc. etc.. 

Effects on the press, organisations and unions 

Following the above mentioned boundless defenition of terror and the safety regulations for civil 
servants or informers, organisations, associations, as well as editors or owners of press-organisations 
are severly fined when they support socalled 'terrorism' by any means. At the same time they can, 
by court decision, be closed or their property can be confiscated. Untill now this situation was 
fundamentaly similar. This past year only 394 trials were initiated against 16 newspapers of the three 
biggest press agencies in Turkey. Opposite to the past the widened defenition of terror offers even 
more possibilities for repression. It's not even possible for a newspaper to f.ex. mention the name 
of a left wing organisation which executed an attack, because this would already mean 'supporting'. 
The report on the killing of a police-officer would mean 'slandering of the state'. Even critisizing the 
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new law publicly, can be 'threatening of the security of the state', and therefor be explained as the 
support of 'terrorism'. 

Abolition of the law on the kurdish language 

Apart from the fact that the turkish security forces never succeeded in keeping the people from 
speaking their own language -this is why the abolition of the prohibition is a farce anyway- , the 
official language at offices and schools remains turkish. Section 8 of the new law forbids any 
publications which have the goal of 'undermining the indivisible integrity of the land and the nation 
of the turkish republic'. After 1980 the propaganda in the kurdish language was considered as 
'separatism'. From this point of view one can not speak of abolition of the ban on the kurdish 
language. At the beginning of June the simultaneous use of the colours red, yellow and green, out 
of which the kurdish flag is composed, was forbidden. An exeption has been made for traffic lights - 
this is not a joke,but an A-F-P announcement at 19/6/'91- . 



Consequences of the new 'anti-terror law' for the prisoners 

Since the september-putsch in 1980, the history of prison is the history of bestial repression and a 
permanent resistance by leftist political prisoners against it. After the putsch of the armed forces, 
about 650.000 people were taken into custody and were tortured. After this about 100.000 left wing 
people were put in prison. These prisons became so overcrowded, that the cells were totally stuffed. 
It offen happened that several prisoners had to share one bed. The food was bad and the prisoners 
relatives weren't allowed to bring in any. There was no medical care. The visiting times were very 
short, even the open visits (visits without control guards) often lasted only 15 minutes.Ever again the 
prisoners used the means of the hungerstrike, to obtain better detention conditions and to try to keep 
themselves up, physically and psychically. Opposite to f.ex. german prisoners, the turkish prisoners 
were -even under the worst conditions- together in groups, often even according to their 
organizational membership. This simplified the discussion on the decision of resistance actions very 
much. The prisoners were supported in their struggle by their relatives and their friends. The fact that 
the revolutionary prisoners were together in groups was at the same time the most important way 
of surviving and not to loose ones personal and political identity. After a long struggle the prisoners 
reached better detention conditions in 1987; 
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-they were able to move freely in their part of the prison and were able to go to the prison yard all 
day 

-they were able to go to other parts of the prison , to meet the prisoners there ^ , 

-they had more 'open visiting' days, in some of the prisons even several days running, 'open visit 
meant to be able to talk, laugh, eat and drink with relatives and friends. Open visit meant having 
intensive contact to the world outside and gave strenght for the following weeks and months. 

-they were able to get books and periodicals, to watch t.v. and to 
listen to the radio. 

It has to be recorded however that the food stayed as bad as before and that the medical care was 
insufficient or not at all available. It has also to be recorded that the relatively good conditions in 
many prisons were no guarantee for a longer term well-balanced situation. F.ex. a failing escape 
attempt was enough to mistreat the prisoners, to cancel visits, to withdraw food or drink, etc. Then 
the prisoners were forced again to go in hungerstrike to reconquer their earlier rights. During the 
latest major hungerstrike two prisoners were beaten to death by guards. 

The new 'anti-terror law' puts an end to the rights of the left wing prisoners; 
torture by isolation is going to be introduced and the 'open visits' are going to be 
canceled 

Already one year ago an isolation prison was made ready and there has been an attempt to transfer 
prisoners to this place. The 'pretty words' of the minister of justice, (comfortable, nice prison, clean 
and white like in europe) had no effect on the revolutionary prisoners, so they were deported violently 
to the new prison. There are plans for more new prisons following the model of the one in Eskisehir 
and the german high security prisons. The new law prescribes that left wing prisoners should be put 
in single or three person cells. Untill the new prisons are build, the prisoners should be put in old 
prisons, according to the measures of the new law (the amnesty has created the space for this). We 
know here what isolation during detention means. For left wing political prisoners in Turkey, who are 
often in prison for more than 10 years, who are weakened psyhically and physically because of their 
hungerstrikes and torture, this might mean their death sentence. With the introduction of isolation- 
detention, the most important means of the prisoners to endure the prison, is taken away from them; 
the solidarity and collectivity which they build up during the years. In the same time the contact with 
the outside world is obstructed, by abolishing the open visits for left wing prisoners. 

Already a few day after the passing of the new law, the open visit day for the 'sugar-celebration was 
forbidden. A woman of the human rights movement, she herselve mother of a prisoner who was 
released some time ago, put it like this; 'they take away what we fought for so many years, to 
support our relatives and for the right of 'open visits' we went into hungerstrikes, we were beaten 
down and got arrested'. It's hardly possible to imagine what it means to the prisoners, their relatives 
and friends, not to have any open visits anymore. It takes away the days on which they waited for 
months and which were the biggest celebrations of the year. 

National hungerstrike of prisoners against the anti-terror law. 


in many prisons of Turkey and Kurdistan hundreds of prisoners started a hungerstrike. The strikes are 
going on for weeks now, without being mentioned by the turkish or european media. At the same 
time it's still impossible to give detailed information on the number of hungerstrikers. In the mean 
time, relatives and people of different levels of the population in the whole country have started 
protests and are taking actions, this is expanding every day. At many places solidarity hungerstrikes 
are carried out, illegal rallies are organised and the human rights movement has initiated a wide range 
collection of signatures. At the beginning of June the relatives made a protest in front of the house 
of parliament in support of the hungerstrikers. They were brutally beaten down and the crowd was 
dispersed, 118 people were arrested. Next to this their were demonstrations at Batman,Diyarbakir 
and other cities. 

Show your solidarity 

Support the fight of the kurdish and turkish Left against the new law! 
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We got a letter and a poem from a female reader. She wants to 
give us an idea: 

This poem arised from an impression of a real situation. The 
background is a riot of prisoned men fighting for their claims 
to improve their conditions. This riot took place in the night 
from June the 23th to the 24th in 1991 at the man's prison in 
Preungesheim, Frankfurt/Germany. At the same time there were a 
lot of people gathering outside the prison to give loud support 
to this action. One of them, me, wrote this poem that gives back 
the athmosphere from the people outside. 

There are so many moments when people are fighting together. But 
it's impossible to mention all of them or to report about them. 
But there's still something to pass over: The moment people getl 
up and stand for their rights. The moment people are taking 
freedom. These moments are writing the real history. And they 
are parts of our culture of resistance. 

I think that the culture of resistance or the revolutionary cul¬ 
ture should give the energy to go on fighting. It should express 
what is untouchable for the enemy with the different faces, who 
wants to control and oppress any living movement. It should 
point out the influence of this enemy and express the collected 
feelings against this enemy. It is also important to be able to 
communicat politically in another way than only with discussions 
and written informations. % 

I want to give you an idea to think about it and to take it in 
the newspaper. % 


Love and Solidarity 


a comrade 
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A Song 

The air sings, 
voices and shouts 
are carrying a living 
melody. 

Uncounted mouths 
are pressing with suspence 
and exitement 
the lips together. 

The eyes are seeking. 

No noise, no sound 
may disturb the melody, 
the quietly beginning 
of a violent song. 

Only the hearts 
are beating time. 

A few moments of complete silence 
quietly whispering. 

The trees are rusthing and hear 
the held breath 
accumulating itself 
to cry out the power. 



All is vented and opens the mouths 
to give a roar. 

The hearts turn to drums 
that are beaten. 

The eyes are beaming, the mouths shout and yell. 
The time makes the walls drembling. 

The time makes the earth shaking. 


POWER THROUGH THE WALLS UNTIL THEY BREAK 
LOVE AND STRENGTH FOR THE FIGHTING PRISONERS 

This song will break their power; sing it again and again until we're all free. 


m 









FITE DEM BACK 


we gonna smash their brains in 
cause they ain’t got nofink in ’em 
we gonna smash their brains in 
cause they ain’t got nofink in ’em . . 

some a dem say dem a niggah haytah 
an’ some a dem say dem a black beatah 
some a dem say dem a black stabah 
an’ some a dem say dem a paki bashah 

fashist an di attack 
noh baddah worry ’bout dat 
fashist an di attack 
wi wi’ fite dem back 
fashist an di attack 
den wi countah—attack 
fashist an di attack 
den wi drive dem back 

we gonna smash their brains in 
cause they ain’t got nofink in ’em 
we gonna smash their brains in 
cause they ain’t got nofink in era 



